Wheeling, Illinois (Chicago 44-114 Sub G-26). 

Finally, in November, 1968 it became clear that 
Janies Bay had been in touch with his brother Jerzy. Illinois 
motor vehicle records shewed that on August 25, 1967 James 
Bay (using the name of John L. Rayns) transferred his 1962 
Plymouth to Jerry (HQ 44-38861-5413). This was during the 
period when James Bay was making his way from Canada to 
Birmingham, Alabama. It has continued to be a mystery 
as to why Ray went to Alabama, how he traveled there, and 
where he obtained the several thousand dollars he had when 
he arrived. 

Thus, at least one family member, Jerry, had lied 
to the FBI and had become subject to federal criminal charges 
for aiding a fugitive. He was never confronted with these 
facts by the Bureau. In the task force interview of Jerry 
Bay, he confirmed the fact that he had lied to the Bureau and 
had seen his brother James on several occasions Jerry 
denied knowing anything about James' travels or his source 
of funds (Interview of Jerry Bay, December 20, 1976, App. B). 
However, the task force found the credibility of Jerry's 

*/ The task force attempted to talk to James and John Ray 
but an interview was refused in both instances. 
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denials to be suspect. In light of this lew credibility 
and critical passage of tine which has allowed the statute 
of limit ations to nn, we concluded that the FBI abandoned 
a significant opportunity to obtain answers frem family 
members concerning some of the Important questions about 
Janes Earl Ray vfoich still remain. 

D. Critical Evaluation Of Ihe Assassination Investigation 

As this report reflects, there was a wealth of 
information in the files developed by the FBI murder 
investigation. We have been able to dig up some additional 
data. Only a small part of any of this information has 
been made a matter of any official public record. Sane of 
it was embodied in the stipulation agreed to by James Earl 
Ray and judicially acknowledged in open court by him (with 
a stated reservation as to agreeing to the wording indicating 
a lack of a conspiracy). Same emerged in Ray's post-conviction 
efforts to get a new trial. A quantity of the "unofficial" 
evidentiary data and a great deal of mis-information was 
gleaned by the news media and by professional writers. It 
is understandable therefore that many suspicions have been 
generated and, because of Justice Department rules against 
disclosures of raw investigative files, have gone unanswered. 

First, the task force has concluded that the investi¬ 
gation by the FBI to ascertain and capture the murderer of 


- 106 - 






Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., was thoroughly, honestly 
and successfully conducted. We submit that the minute 
details compacted In this report aaply support this con¬ 
clusion. 

At the very outset of the investigation telegrams 
vent to all field offices of the Bureau instructing the 
Special Agents in Charge to take personal supervision of 
the investigation, to check out all leads in 24 hours, and 
noting that they would be held personally responsible. 

(HQ 44-38861-153). The files we revievred show that this 
directive was conscientiously followed. The Bureau sought 
first to identify and Ideate the merrierer using the obvious 
leads. They checked out aliases, tracked the Graces left 
under the Galt alias, and used the known fingerprints from 
the murder weapon and the contents of the blue zipper bag 
left on South Main Street to eliminate suspects. This 
backtracking ended in Atlanta. At this point the Bureau 
Initiated a check of the crime site fingerprints against 
the white male "wanted fugitive" print file. This produced 
the almost "instant" discovery that the wanted man, Galt, 
was James Earl Bay, an escapee from Missouri State Prison. 
Zn fact the "instant" discovery was a tedious hand search 
started in a file of seme 20,000 prints. That it took only 
two hours to make a match is said by the Bureau experts to 
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be largely sheer luck; it could have taken days. We 
accept the explanation that die fingerprint search was a 
n o rmal next resort after normal lead procedures were 
exhausted. 

Second, the task foroe views the evidence pointing 
to the guilt of James Earl Kay as the man who purchased 
the murder gun and who fixed the fatal shot to be conclusive. 

It was possible for the task force to create a well 
documented history of James Earl Ray from the moment of 
his escape to his capture in England, using the investigation 

m * v * v w» 

reports in the FBI files and to corroborate and fill in 
essential details with Ray’s own statements (admissions) 
in his letters to author William Bradford Huie. From this 
chronology, from the laboratory proof, and from Ray's 
judicial admissions it was concluded that he was the assassin, 
and that he acted alone. We saw no credible evidence pro¬ 
bative of the possibility that Ray and any co-oonspirator 
were together at the scene of the assassination. Ray’s 
assertions that someone else pulled the trigger are so 
patently self-serving and so varied as to be wholly unbeliev¬ 
able. They become, in fact, a part of the evidence of his 
guilt by self-refutation. 

Third, we found that conspiracy leads ( aliunde Ray's 
versions) had been conscientiously run down by the FBI even 



though they had no possible relation to Ray’s stories 
or to the known facts. The results were negative. 


We found no evidence of any cccplicity ati the part 
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We acknowledge that proof of the negative, i.e., 
proof that others were not Involved, is here as elusive 
and difficult as it has universally been In criminal law. 
But the sun of all of the evidence of Ray's guilt points 
to him so exclusively that it most effectively makes the 
point that no one else was involved. Of course, someone 
could conceivably have provided him with logistics, or 
even paid him to cannit the crime. However, we have 
found no cccpetent evidence upon which to base such a 


theory. 

Fourth, it is true that the task force unearthed 
pfnn? new data - data which answers some persistent questions 


and which the FBI did not seek. But the Bureau concentrated 


on the principal in the case and much was not considered 
laportant to his discovery and apprehension. Vfe find no 
dishonesty in this. A lead suggesting that one or both 
of J anes Earl Ray's brothers were in contact with him after, 
and in aid of, his escape in 1967 from the Missouri State 
Prison, and before the m trier of Dr. King, was not followed. 
It was not unearthed until after Ray's capture in Big land 
on June 8, 1968; It was then apparently deemed a lead made 
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sterile by supervening events. By hindsight the task 
force believes Jerry and John Hay could have been ■ 
effectively Interrogated further to learn their knowledge, 
if any, of James Earl Kay's plans, his finances and whether 
they helped him after King's death. 

Finally, the task force observed instances of FBI 
headquarter’s reluctance to provide the Civil Rights 
Division and the Attorney General with timely reports on 
the course of the nurder Investigation. For example, 
early in ths investigation in £ ruction to s pr^ss report 
of Attorney General Clark's.expectation of caking a progress 
report to the nation, FBI Director Hoover wrote: "We are 
not going to make any progress reports" (HQ 44-38861-1061). 

The Bureau files reflect a significant degree of 
disdain for the supervisory responsibilities of the Attorney 
General and the operating Divisions of the Department. For 
exanple, the Attorney General authorized the institution of 
prosecutive action against the suspect "Galt" (Birmingham 

A/i -1 ottt%< e> t~ 1 \j trf t-Vuntif- firr rnrciil — 

tation with the Attorney General or the Civil Rights 
Division, the Bureau prepared and filed a criminal carplaint. 
The Bureau selected Birmingham as the venue in which to 
file the ccnplaint in preference to Memphis because the 
Bureau "could not rely on the U.S. Attorney at Memphis" 
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and ''would lose control of the situation" (HD 44-38861-1555). 
The Bureau scenario called for then advising the Attorney 
General "that circumstances have required the action taken" 
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We submit that In this sensitive case the Departmental 
officials in Washington should have been consulted. 

As another exanple, at the extradition stage of the 
case, marked discourtesy was exhibited to the Attorney 
General and to Assistant Attorney General Fred Vinson. In 
a telephone discussion with the Attorney General who 


complained of being "kept in the dark", an Assistant to 
the Director accused the Attorney General of falsifications 
and "hung up the phone". Again, when Assistant Attorney 
General Vinson was detailed to England to arrange for the 
extradition of James Earl Ray, the Legal Attache was ordered 
to be "diplomatic but firm with Vinson and that under no 
circumstances should Vinson be allowed to oush our personnel 

__ - - - - JL A 

around" (HQ 44-38861-4447). 

The task force views this lack of coordination and 
cooperation as highly improper. The Attorney General and 
the Division of the Department having prosecutorial 
responsibility for an offense being investigated should be 
kept fully abreast of developments. The responsible 
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Division, moreover, should have sufficient control of the 
Bureau's investigations to insure that the legal necessities 
of pleading and proof are met. 

In fairness to the Bureau it has to be observed 

f ^qf < J 4e jjvn obligation Of ths T)o par t fn 4nc j tf nn 

these prerogatives. Vfe do not think it effectively did so 
in the King nurder case. 


III. THE SECL'RIH INVESTIGATION 


A. FBI Surveillance And Harassment Of Dr. King - 

i. Initiation of Technical Sigyeillsiee Sid 

COINTELPRO Type Activities ~~ ’ 

Tri ordsr to rs^nstxuct tfes actions taken fey 
matters of the FBI toward Dr. King, the task force 
scrutinized die basis for the initiation by the Bureau 
of any action with respect to Dr. King. During the review 
it was revealed that on May 22, 1961, Mr. Alec Rosen, then 
Assistant Director of the General Investigative Division 
(Division 6), advised Director Hoover In an information 
memorandua, per his request on Dr. King and four other 
individuals in connection with the "Freedom Riders," 
that f Icing has not been investigated by the FBI" (nano 
frco Scatter day to Rosen, May 22, 1961, App. A, Be. 7). 

TV* i'VNnt" a 1 TpfpTPnrPR OH Dr Kinff. Tfefi 

Director cotm^nted, with regard to the omission of a subject 
matter investigation on Dr. King: "Why not?" The substance 
of the report was forwarded to Attorney General Kennedy, and 
the FBI did rot pursue the King matter at this time. Thus, 
FBI personnel did not have ncrdid they assume a personal 
interest in the activities of Dr. King through May, 1961. 
Furthermore, in 1961, information in the Bureau files on 
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Dr. King had only been gleaned from sporadic reports, 
and this particular report to die Director was provided 
by Division 6 which had responsibility for civil rights 
matters. 


In the beginning of 1962, the FBI started and 
rapidly continued to gravitate tward Dr. King. The 
sequence of events has already been reported in seme 
de tail by the Senate Select Canaittee as well as in the 
Robert Mxrphy Report which you received in March, 1976. 


lilC 


uaon. 




firms these reports. 

In essence, the Director communicated to Attorney 
General Kennedy during 1962 and 1963 a host of memoranda 
concerning the interest of the Cocmunist Party in the 
civil rights movement, and, in particular, Dr. King's 
relationship with two frequently consulted advisors vhem 
die FBI had tabbed as members of the Communist Party. As 
a result of the deep interest in civil rights affairs by the 
Attorney General and by the Kennedy Administration, these FBI 
reports bad the effect of alarming Robert Kennedy and affecting 
his decisions on the national level. 


The net effect of the Bureau memoranda nearly 
culminated in the stumer of 1963 vhen Attorney General 
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Kennedy suggested consideration of technical surveillance 
on King and the SCLC (HQ 100-106670-3631). Previously, 
the bulk of FBI intelligence on Dr. King was secured by 

ftfl l ctrru P^ 1 1 a£ aao n£ Ms gjirj eA re g n/ j fr re n 

Informants close to his associates. However, when Attorney 
General Kennedy was confronted shortly thereafter with the 
Director's request for such surveillances, he reconsidered 
his suggestion and denied the request (HQ 100-106670-165, 
171). Attorney General Kennedy as well as several other 
Department officials were sincerely concerned with King's 
association with alleged communist members since proposed 
civil rights legislation was then very vulnerable to the 

_1. _ 1 —__-i JJ -4—f 4.1.- 
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civil rights movement. Yet, an affirmative program to 
gather intelligence with King as the subject was still 
considered ill-advised. However, a significant turn of 
events within the circles of the FBI hierarchy would soon 
reverse the Attorney General's decision, and without his 
knowledge the FBI would also launch an illegal counter¬ 
intelligence program directed to discredit and neutralize 
the civil rights leader. 

Director Hoover's demeanor toward Dr. King has been 
well publicized and is sunnarized below. Certainly, as 
the task force determined, this played a vital role in 
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FBI affairs, as did tne Director's attitude toward the 

Cocxcunist Party. On August 23, 1963, then Assistant 

Director of the Domestic Intelligence Division, William 

C. Sullivan, pursuant to the Director's request, presented 

a seventy-page analysis of exploitation and influence by 

the Cocmnist Party on the American Negro population since 

1919 (H5 100-3-U6-253X). This report and Mr. Sullivan's 

synopsis showed a failure of the Communist Party In achieving 

any significant inroads into the Negro population and the 

civil rights mo v ement. Director Hoover responded: 

"This memo reminds me vividly 
of those I received then Castro 
took over Cuba. You contended 
then that Castro and his cohorts 
were not Cocnmists and not 
influenced by Cotmunists.. Time 
alone proved you wrong. I for 
one can't ignore the memos 
as having only an infinitesimal 
effect on the efforts to exploit the 
American Negro by Cocmnists" (HQ 100- 
3-116-25330. 

The Director's comment had a resounding effect 

on Mr. Sullivan. Sevsi days later, he replied: 

"The Director is correct. We 
were completely wrong about 
believing the evidence was not 
sufficient to determine some 
years ago that Fidel Castro was 
not a ccenunist or under camunist 
influence. In investigating and 
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writing about comunlsm and the 
American Negro, we had better 
remmber this and profit bv the 
lesson it should teach us. frferao 
from Sullivan to Belmont, August 
30, 1963, App. A, Ex. 8). 

Even more importantly, Mr. Sullivan also said 

in response to the action that he now believed was 

necessitated in determining c occu nist influence in the 

civil rights m ovement: 

"Therefore, it may be unrealistic 
to limit ourselves as we have been 
doing to legalistic proof or definite¬ 
ly conclusive evidence that would 
stand up in testimony in court or 
before Congressional permittees that 
the Cammist Party, USA, does wield 
substantial influence over Negroes 
which one day could become decisive." 

(idsn,) 

The FBI hierarchy had no written cements on this memo¬ 
randum either supporting or negating the Assistant Director's 
proposed line of action. 

Then, In Sep tenter, 1963, Mr. Sullivan recommended 

"increased coverage of ccmunist influence on the Negro" 

(Mano from Baumgardner to Sullivan, September 16, 1963, 

App. A, Ex. 9). The Director refused and cemented: 

"No I can't understand how you 
can so agilely switch your think¬ 
ing and evaluation. Just a few 
weeks ago you contended that the 
Camunist influence In the racial 
movement was ineffective and infin¬ 
itesimal. This - notwithstanding 
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many mens of specific Instances 
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to load die field don with more 
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coverage In spite of your recent 
tamo depreciating CF influence 
In racial movement. I don't intend 
to waste time and money until you 
can make up your minds what the 
situation really is" (idem.) 

In ouuimitijlg on a CGVeZ pthTC to the above Sulliv^i 

request, Director Hoover also stated, "I have certainly 

been misled by previous memos which clearly showed 

camunist penetration of the racial movement. The 

attached is contradictory of all that. We are wasting 

manpower and money investigating CP effect in racial 

movanent if the attached is correct" (Memo for the Director 

frcm Tolson, Septenfcer 18, 1963, App. A, Ex. 10). 

By now the Domestic Intelligence Division was 
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reeling cne run weignc or one tareccor s aLssacisraccion 


with their work product. Mr. Sullivan again replied on 


September 25, 1963, in a tumble manner that Division 5 
had failed In its Interpretation of camunist infiltration 
in the Negro movement (Memo frcm Sullivan to Belmont, 
September 25, 1963, App. A, Ex. 11). The Assistant Director 
asked the Director's forgiveness and requested the oppor¬ 
tunity to approach this grave matter in the light of the 
Director's interpretation. Director Hoover sanctioned 
this request but again reprimanded Mr. Sullivan for stating 
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chat cccmaiist Infiltration "has not reached the point 
of control or domination." The Director curtly oc rm e n ted 
that "Certainly this Is not true with respect to the 
King connection" (idan). One could new foresee that 
Dr. King would be closely watched by FBI personnel. 

In October, 1963, the Director forwarded a request 
to the Attorney General for technical surveillance of 

t/i _ I _ __ i j ___a a -1 __i-. \t _v—4* r*-t 
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This time the FBI received authorization for technical 
surveillance and it was Instituted almost immediately. 

In addition, the FBI had prepared a new analysis on 
communist involvement in the Negro movement (Com in ism 
and tiie Negro Movement, October 16, 1963, App. A, Ex. 12) 
A cover memorandum of this analysis written by Assistant 
to the Director A.H. Belmont to Associate Director Clyde 
A. Tolscn reads: 


'*Ihe attached analysis ox Ccomnism 
and the Negro Movement is highly 
explosive. It can be regarded as a 
personal attack on Martin Luther 
King. There is no doubt it will 
have a heavy impact on the Attorney 
General and anyone else to whom we 
disseminate it ... This memorandum 
may startle the Attorney General, 
particularly in view of his past 
association with King, and the fact 
that we are disseminating this out¬ 
side the Department" (Memo from 
Belmont to Tolson, October 17, 1963 
App. A, Ex. 13). 
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To the latter part, the Director wrote, "We oust do our 

duty." Hr. Belmont further said: 

"Nevertheless, the memrandum is a 
p«jerful warning against Coontriist 
influence in the Negro movement ..." 

Ihe Director issued his feeling to this position and 

added, "I am glad that you recognize at last that there 

exists such influence." 
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2. Predicate for the Security Investigation 


The security investigation of Dr. Martin Luther King, 
Jr., and the Southern Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC) 
i»s predicated on the belief that they were under the 
influence of the Connunist Party, Chi ted States of America 
(CPUSA). The basis for this belief was that Dr. King relied 
upon one particular advisor who was tabbed by the FBI as a 
ranking Conmmist Party member (HQ 100-392452-133). 

This characterization of the advisor was provided by 
sources the Bureau considered reliable. The task force was 
privy to this characterization through both our file review 
and our September 2, 1976, conference with representatives 
of the Jfejreau's Intelli p ence Division. For security 
purposes the sources were not fully identified to the 
task force. Therefore, the veracity of the sources and the 
characterization are remaining questions. 

The advisor’s relationship to King and the SCLC 
is amply evidenced in the files and the task force 
concludes that he was a most trusted advisor. The files 
are replete with instances of his counseling King and 
his organization an matters pertaining to organization. 




finance, political strategy and speech writing. Sane 
examples follow; 

Tko f^Jvisor cirgsnizsd # in Kii^§ f s nsoSf £ find 
raising society (HQ 100-106670-47 , 48). This organization 
and the SCLC were in large measure financed by concerts 
arranged by this person (HQ 100-106670-30). He also 
lent counsel to King and the SCLC on the tax consequences 
of charitable gifts. 

On political strategy, he suggested King make a 
public statement calling for die appointment of a black 
to the Supreme Court (HQ'100-106670-32 , 33). This person 
advised against accepting a movie offer from a movie 
director and against approaching Attorney General Kennedy 
on behalf of a labor leader (HQ 100-106670-24). In each 
instance his advice was accepted. 

King's speech before the AFL-CI0 National Convention 
in December, 1961 was written by this advisor (HQ 100-392452 
131). He also prepared King's May 1962 speech before the 
Ohited Packing House Workers Convention (HQ 100-106670-119). 
hi 1965 he prepared responses to press questions directed 
to Dr. King from a Los Angeles radio station regarding 
the Los Angeles racial riots and from the "New York Times" 
regarding the Vietnam War. 
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The relationship between King and his advisor* 
as indicated, Is clear to the task force. What is not 
clear is whether this relationship ought to have been 
considered either a possible national security threat or 
CPUSA. directed. We conclude that justification may have 
existed for the opening of King's security investigation 
but its protracted continuation was unwarranted. 

Our conclusion that the investigation's opening 
may have been justified Is primarily based on memoranda, 
sunnarized below, written during the first six months of 
1962. It is pointed out that in October, 1962 the Bureau 
ordered the OCMINFIL SCLC investigation (HQ 100-438794-9). 


In January the Director wrote the Attorney General 
and told him that one of King's advisors was a cormunist. 
At this time he also pointed out that the advisor wrote 
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SCLC matters (HQ 100-392452-131). 


In March the Attorney General was advised that a 
tferch 3, 1962 issue of 'The Nation" magazine carried an 
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article critical of the administration* s handling of 
civil rights. The article was ostensibly written by 
Martin TnfW King In feci the Esther 
another advisor characterized by the FBI as a ranking 
member of the Ccmrunist Party (HQ 100-106670-30, 31). 

In May the Attorney General learned that the CPUSA. 
considered King and die SCLC its most important work because 
the Kennedy Administration was politically dependent upon 
King (HQ 100-106670-58). 

lastly, in June, 1962 the Attorney General became 
aware that King's alleged Cnmmmist advisor had recomnended 
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assistants (HQ 100-106670-79, 80). later King accepted 


die recommendation. 

The conclusion that the Investigation's continuance 
was unwarranted is based on the following task force finding: 

The Bureau to date has no evidence whatsoever that 
Dr. King was ever a corn mist or affiliated with the CPUSA. 
This was so stated to us by representatives of the Bureau's 
Intelligence Division during our September 2, 1976 conference. 





WUUi 


included informants' memoranda and physical, microphone and 
telephone surveillance memoranda. In which we found no such 
Indication concerning Dr. King. 
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The Bureau provided us with no documentation 
that the SCLC \xider Dr. King was anything other than a 



le gitima te organization devoted to the civil rights move'* 
meat. 
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nation that the alleged Cocnunists’ advice was dictated by 
the CPUSA or inimical to the interests of the United States. 


Indeed, in early 1963 the Bureau learned through reliable 
sources the principal advisor had disassociated himself 
from the CPUSA. His reason was the CPUSA was not suffi¬ 
ciently involving itself in race relations and the civil 
rights movement (HQ 100-392452-195). 

3. King-Hoover Dispute 

The flames of Director Hoover 5 s antipathy for 
Dr. King were fanned into open hostility in late 1962 when 
Dr. King criticized the Bureau's performance during an 
investigation of a racial disturbance in Albany, Georgia. 
Efforts to interview King by the Bureau were not successful 
(BQ 157-6-2-965) and the matter lay dormant for a time. 

The controversy was publicly rekindled in early 1964 
when the Director testified before a House appropriations 
subcannittee that he believed cocnunist Influence existed 
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in the Negro movement. Kihg countered by accusing the 
Director of abetting racists and right wingers 0*} 100-3 
116-1291). During Ncvenber of 1964, the Director told 
a group of Washington women reporters that King was "the 
most notorious lia r in the country." A week later. Director 
Hoover referred to "sexual degenerates in pressure groups" 
in a speech at Loyola University (HQ 162-7827-16). 

Dr, King and his immediate staff requested a meeting 
with Director Hoover to clear up the misunderstanding. The 
meeting was held on Decenfcer 1, 1964. Hoover c l ai med that 
"he had taken the ball away from King at the beginning," 
explaining the Bureau's function and doing most of the 
talking. Cn the other hand. King apologized for remarks 
attributed to him and praised the work of the Bureau. Thus, 
an uneasy truce was momentarily reached. (HQ 100-106670-563, 
607.) 

However, the controversy flared again when a letter 
was circulat ed by the Southern Christian Educational Fund 
(SCEF) which referred to the criticism of Dr. King by the 
Director and urged the recipients of the letter to write 
or ^irs t**£ President to itsedvs Hoover 1 m . Iri a 

memo from Sullivan to Belmont on Decanter 14, 1964, Sullivan 
stated: 
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"In yiew of this situation, realisa 
Bakes it mandatory that we take every 
prudent step that we can take to energe 
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Vte should not take any ineffective or 
half-way measures, nor blind ourselves' 
to the realities of the situation," 

(HQ 100-106670-627.) 

We believe the persistent controversy between Dr. 
King and Director Hoover was a major factor in the Bureau's 
determination to discredit Dr. King and ultimately destroy 
his leadership role in the civil rights movement. 

4. Technical Surveillance 


Our review of FBI files and Interviews with Bureau 
personnel substantially confirms with a few additions the 
ffnrtingg vhich have already been reported by Mr. Murphy 
and the Senate Select Comm ttee on Intelligence with respect 
to the electronic surveillance of Dr. King and his associates. 

We found that some microphone surveillances were 
installed in New York City against Dr. King and his associates 
vjhich have not thus far been reported. These installations 
were as follows: 

* • «« . 4 #f«A AA *»*■**■» / / A/ ftV 

americana nocei iuu-auoo/u-x^h, *ww; 

4/2-3/65 < symbol) 

6/3-3/65 ( syccbol) 

1/21-24/66 (no synfcol) 

Sheraton Atlantic (NY 100-136585 Sub-Files 7-8) 

12/10-11/65 (synbol) 

New York Hilton (NY 100-136585 Sub Files 11-12) 

10/25-27/65 (synbol) 
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All of these installations with the exception of 
the placement at the Americana Hotel in January; 1966 
appear to have been -unproductive either because Dr. King 
did not reside at the hotel as planned or the recordings 
made did not pick up any significant Information. 

The installation by the Nev York Field Office at 
the Americana Hotel on January 21, to 24, 1966, caused 
some consternation within the FBI hierarchy and is 
Illustrative of how the Bureau apparatus could# on rare 
occasion, continue to function evei contrary to the wishes 
of the Director. The installation was made at the Americana 
on January 21, 1966, pursuant to the request of SAC Rooney 
in New York. Assistant Director William Sullivan authorized 
the coverage. Bureau files Indicate that Associate 
Director Clyde Tolson, upon being informed of the coverage, 
wrote bade on the same day in a rather perturbed fashion to 
have the microphone rawed "at once." Tolson advised the 
Director that "no one here" approved the coverage and that 
he had again Instructed Sullivan to have no microphone 
installations without the Director's approval. Hoover 

confirmed Tolson's directive. (HQ 100-106670-222430* 

No synbol rasher was ever attached to this coverage 
as was the standard practice. This was apparently due to 
the strong disapproval voiced by Headquarters. Yet, despite 


-128- 



Hoover's orders, the coverage was maintained and a good 
deal of intelligence on King’s personal activities was 
obtained and transcribed. These activities are reflected 
In a six page manorandan. (HQ 100-106670-4048.) 

Irrespective of the level of Bureau approval 
which was required for electronic surveillance installa¬ 
tions during the King years, our review reinforced the 
conclusions of the Seiate Select Committee that the purposes 
behind this intelligence gathering became twisted. Several 
Instances of Bureau correspondence are instructive. Section 
Chief Balingardner in reccnmending coverage of King in 
Honolulu urged an exposure of King's *'mor a l weakness” 
so that he could be "for the security of the nation, com¬ 
pletely discredited” (HQ 100-106670 Jme File, Memo Baumgardner 
to Sullivan, January 28, 1964). In a similar meno from 
Sullivan to Belmont recommending coverage in Milwaukee at 
the Schroeder Hotel, the expressed purpose was to gather 
information on "entertainment" in which King might be engaging 
similar to that "uncovered at the Willard Hotel" (HQ 100- 
106670 June File, Mano Sullivan to Belmont, January 17, 1964). 

Director Hoover, upon being informed of the results 
of the surveillance, ordered that they all be immediately 
transcribed despite Deloach's recommendation that the tran¬ 
scribing be done later (HQ 100-106670-1024). As each of the 
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file reviews has shown, portions of sumnarles of the 
transcripts were widely disseminated among go v ernmental 
officials, these disseminations Included a rather 
comprehensive six volume transmittal by the Bureau in 
June, 1968. this was at the apparent request of the 
President through Special Counsel tarry Tenmle for all 
information concerning Dr. King, including the instructions 
and a pproval of former Attorney General Kennedy regarding 
the electronic surveillance of King (Memo R. W. Smith to 
William Sullivan, June 2, 1968, referring to memo Deloach 
to tolson, May 24, 1968, 'setting forth the President's 
Request). Included with the transcripts were several 

i. 

sumnarles, previously disseminated, arid several hundred 
pages of Bureau ccnnnni cations to the White House fran 
1962 to 1968 regarding King and his associates. The 
purpose of the White House request was not stated, but it 
was the most complete acemulation of transmitted informa¬ 
tion on the electronic surveillance of King which we 
encountered during our review of Bureau files. The task 
force noted the timing of the alleged White House request 
and subsequent transmittal particularly in light of 
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Director Hoover's camuni cation to the White House on ' 

March 26, 1968 (included In die transmittal) which 
advised that Robert Kennedy had attempted to contact 
Dr. King before announcing his candidacy for the 
Presidency (HQ 100-106670-3262). 

The task force reviewed selected portions of all 
of the transcripts in the King file as well as selected 
portions of several tapes from which the transcripts 
were obtained. An inventory of the tapes reviewed is 
set forth below: 

1) Washington. D.C., 1/5-6/64 (Willard Ifatel, 

15 reels) - Reel Nos. 1-6, 9, 10, 11, 12 and 14 

2) Atlanta Tape (symbol) (one reel) 

3) Cooposite Tape 12/15/64 

Track No. 1 - Washington, D.C. recordings 
(edited version of 15 reels) 

Essentially, we reviewed the tapes by listening to the 

beginning, middle, and end of each tape and compared it to 

the corresponding transcript. They were basically accurate 

transcriptions in the sense that what was in the transcripts 

was also on the tapes. However, some material on the tapes 

was not put on the transcripts apparently because either 

that portion of the recording was garbled or unclear or 

it was considered unimportant. 
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Our review of the composite tape, the Atlanta, 
tape and the agents handwritten notes included in the 
box with tiie recordings from the Hillard Hotel gave an 
additional Indication of where the Bureau's interest 
lay with respect to Dr. King. The composite tape contained 
’’highlights" of the fifteen reels of tape from the Willard 
Ho te l and appeared to consist of little more than episodes 
of private conversations and activities which the Bureau 
dose to extract from the original recordings. The 
Atlanta tape was obtained from the telephone tap on the 
King residence and consisted o£ several of Dr. King's 
conversations. These included conversations of Dr. King 
with his wife regarding his personal life and had no thing 
to do with his political or civil rights activities. The 
handwritten notes from the original Willard tapes contained 
notations as to what point in the tape a particular personal 
activity or conversation took place. 

5. CPINTELPRO Type and Other Illegal Activities 

The task force has docuuented an extensive program 
within the FBI during the years 1964 to 1968 to discredit 
Dr. King. Pursuant to a Bureau meeting on Decenfcer 23, 1963 
to plan a King strategy and the Sullivan proposal in January, 
1964 to promote a new blade leader, the FBI accelerated its 
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program of disseminating derogatory Information, which 
was heavily fraught with the Bureau's own characteriza¬ 
tions of King, to various individuals and organizations 
who were in critical positions vis-a-vis the civil rights 
leader. Our review has essentially confirmed those already 
per f ormed by the Civil Rights Division and the Senate Select 
Conmittee and we, therefore, do not dwell on those areas 

-JLJ _t_ 1_-1 9 ^ - -3 + T JIJP Jl rj_ J 1_ 

wrucn mey nave axreaay cuverea. we aia iina # nuwevex, 
additional proposed activities against Dr. King, sane of 
*£dch were approved by the Director. They are instructive 
not only in revealing the extent to which the Bureau was 
willing to carry its efforts but also in shewing the 
atmosphere among sane of the rank and file which this 
program against King created. 

In November, 1964, the Bureau discovered that 
Dr. King was desirous of meeting with high British officials 
while in England during King's planned trip to Europe. 
Section Chief Baumgardner reconmended a briefing for the 
purpose of informing British officials concerning King's 
p u rp ort ed connunist affiliations and private life 
(HD 100-106670-522, 523). Within three days the briefings 
had been ccnpleted (HQ 100-106670-525, 534, 535). 
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Che particular dissanination, the contents of which 
was not revealed in the files, was apparently initiated 
and carried out personally by the Director. On January 22, 

1965, the SAC in Atlanta advised Mr. Sullivan that, 
pursuant to their electronic surveillance, the Bureau 

*_ _ a _^ wj _i_* _ I. ____ j _ _ _ a _ ^ -J_a 
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that Hoover had had a meeting with a particular Atlanta 

official while in Washington attending the Inauguration. 

According to King, when this official returned to 

Atlanta he contacted Dr. King senior and passed on a 

"good deal" of information. According to Sullivan's 

mono to Belmont, Dr. King, Jr. was very upset (HQ 100- 

106670-768). The files did not reveal any formal proposal 

for this briefing but Section Chief Baingardner later speculated 

that the Atlanta official was Chief of Police Jenkins 

since the Director had met with him on January 18, 1965 

(HQ 100-106670-780). The files do not indicate whether 

the Director suggested that the information be passed on 

to Dr. King'8 father. 
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In connection with the post-assassination 


efforts to declare a national holiday In memory of 
Dr. King the Senate Select Committee has outlined 
in its report the attempts by the Bureau to prevent 
such a declaration by briefing various members of 
Congress on King’s background (HQ 100-106670-3586). 
We discovered that the Bureau also sent a monograph 
cn King to the President and the Attorney General 
in 1969 for this same purpose (HQ 100-106670-3559). 

The Bureau’s efforts to discredit Dr. King’s 
mo v em en t also included attempts to damage the 
reputation of King's family and friends. The Bureau 
looked very closely at Coretta King although a 
security investigation was never opened. This 
Included scrutinizing her travels in an attaint 
to uncover possible facts enbarrassing to her. 

These attempts also Included a plan, proposed 
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by Assistant to the Director DeLoach and approved 
by Hoover to leak Information to the press that Coretta 
King and Ralph Abernathy were deliberately plotting to 
keep the assassination in the news by claiming a conspiracy 
existed In order to keep monetary contr i butions flowing 
for their benefit (HQ 44-38861-5654). 

Ralph Abernathy and Andrew Young also became Bureau 
targets. Shortly after the assassination the field was 
Instructed to report any information on possible "ismoral 
activities" of King's two associates (HQ 62-108052-Urxecorded 
serial, Atlanta to Director, April 29, 1968). Presumably 
there were CCINTELPRO type purposes behind this request. 

The Atlanta Field Office in attempting to demonstrate 
tiie Initiative and imagination demanded by Headquarters 
proposed additional measures against Ralph Abernathy. The 
Bureau learned that after Dr. King’s death. Rev. Abernathy 
may have voiced some concern over possible assassination 
attempts on his own life. The Atlanta office proposed that 
the Bureau begin notifying Abernathy directly (instead of 
only informing the police) of all threats against him in 
order to confuse and worry him (HQ 62-108052-Unrecorded 
serial, Atlanta to Director, March 28, 1969). This activity 
was not approved by Headquarters. 
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Bureau files indicate that the FBI nay have also 
atteapted to help the executive branch In its efforts 
to deal with Abernathy after King's death. In a meao 
to Associate Director Tolson, Director Hoover related 
a telephone conversation with form er Vice President 
Agnew in which Mr. Agnew expressed concern over the 
"inflarrmatory” statements which Abernathy had made. 

The Vice President was seeking information from Hoover 
which could be useful in destroying the credibility of 
Rev. Abernathy. Hoover agreed to the request (H3 100- 
106670-Unrecorded serial. Hoover to Tolson, May 18, 1970). 
We did not find what Information, if any, was forwarded 

f-n f-Via W r*is ^rnr-? 
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Finally, we discovered that a series of illegal 
surreptitious entries was conducted by the FBI. Sane 
of these entries had as one purpose, among others, the 
obtaining of Information about Dr. King. The FBI In 
the review of its indices was unable to locate records 
of any entries onto the premises of Dr. King or the SCLC. 
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The agents began to retrieve information about 
Dr. King during these entries through the use of photo¬ 
graphs. In one Instance a supervisor in the appropriate 
field office requested authority to conduct an entry 


for thfi exprsss purpose of obtaining information, stbout 
Dr. King. The proposed entry was approved at Head¬ 
quarters pursuant to a telephone call by an Inspector 
and was later conducted. 

On four subsequent occasions the Bureau again 
conducted entries and obtained information concerning 
King and the SCLC. Ch one such occasion a specimen of 
King's handwriting was obtained. The purpose of 
gathering this piece of intelligence was not revealed. 


%i ■», 
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required the approval of such field requests by 
Director Hoover or Associate Director Tolson (Memo 
Director, FBI, to Attorney General, September 23, 1975). 
We assume that such approval was granted. Handwritten 
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the Bureau was advised of the entries In each case. 

We also raise the issue of these illegal entries 
because aside from being violative of Fourth Amendment 
rights the entries ran the risk of Invading a privileged 
relationship. 

We note in passing that the FBI continued to 
ecploy an inf orma nt in the SCLC despite the fact that 
the infor man t conceded to agents that the informant had 
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disapproval of these activities. Yet, no legal or 
disciplinary action was ever taken with respect to 
the informant (HQ 134-11126-56 , 57). 

B. Critical Evaluation of the Security Investigation 
In the area of domestic intelligence the mandate 
of the FBI has been both broadly and vaguely defined. 

It is stated in die Code of Federal Regulations as follows 




(The FBI shall:) carry out the Presidential 
directive of September 6, 1939, as reaffirmed 
by Presidential directives of January 8, 1943, 

July 24, 1950 and December 15, 1953, designating 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation to take 
charge of investigative work in matters relating 
to espionage, sabotage, subversive activities, 
and related matters (28 CFR 0.85 (d)). 

Given this charter and the history of the seme times 

overpowering influence of the views of the late Director 

J. Edgar Hoover on his subordinates and on sucoesive 

Attorneys General, it was understandable that a security 

investigation should be initiated into the possible 

influence of the Canraunist Party, U.S.A., on Dr. Martin 

Luther King, Jr. TWo of King's close advisors, at the 

outset of the security matter, were reported to be 

Ccnrunist Party members by sources relied v^oh by the 

Bureau. 

the security investigation continued for almost 

six years until Dr. King's death. It verified, in our 

view, that one alleged Comunist was a very influential 
y 

advisor to Dr. King (and henoe the Southern Christian 
Leadership Conference) on the strategy and tactics of 
King's leadership of the black civil rights movement of 
the early and mid-sixties. Another had no such weight 
although he seemed to be of use to King. But tills 
very lengthy investigative concentration an King and on 
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the principal advisor established. In our opinion, 

that he did not "sell" Dr. King any course of conduct 

or of advocacy vrtdch can be identified as canonist or 

* 

'Tarty line". King, himself never varied publicly or 
privately from his camdtment to non-violence and did 
not advocate the overthrow of the government of the 
United States by violence or subversion. To the contrary, 
he advocated an end to the discrimination and disenfran¬ 
chisement of minority groups which the Constitution and 
tiie courts denounced in terms as strong as his. We 
concluded that Dr. King was no threat to domestic security. 

Atd the Bureau’s continued inteise smveillsiee 
and investigation of the advisor clearly developed that 
he had disassociated himself from the Cocnunist Party 
in 1963 because he felt it failed adequately to serve 
the civil rights movement. Thus the 1 inch-pin of the 
security Investigation of Dr. King had pulled himself 
out. 

We think the security investigation vMch included 
both physical and technical surveillance, should have been 

- ---j- * « v i - __ i ~ loci 
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That it was intensified and augmented by a OOINIELFRO type 
campaign against Dr. King was unwarranted; the OOINIELPRO 
type canpaign, moreover, was ultra vires and very probably 
in violation of 18 U.S.C. 241 (and 242), i.e. felonious. 


£ • 
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The continuing security investigation reflects also 
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responsibility for internal security natters failed badly 
In what should have been firm supervision of the FBI's 
internal security activities. 


* 

) 


# 


-142- 


IV. RE COGITATIONS 


A. As To The ttirder Investigation 

The task force does not fault the tech ni ca l 
competence of the investigation conducted into the 
death of Dr. King. We found no new evidence which 
calls for action by State or Federal Authorities. 

Our concern has developed over adninis trative 

t 

concomitants of the crime detection tactics. 

1. The progress of such sensitive cases 
as the King murder investigation and the development 
of legally sufficient evidence to sustain prosecution 
are- properly the ultimate responsibility of the Division 
of the Department having supervision of the kind of 
criminal prosecution involved. The Division head should 
delineate what progress reports he wishes. The Bureau 
should not be permitted to manipulate its submission of 
reports to serve its purposes, such as the protection 
of its public relation efforts, or the prevention of the 
responsible Division of the Department from causing the 
Bureau to pursue a line of inquiry which the Bureau does 
not approve. The Attorney General and his Assistants are 
the officers most accountable to the electorate and they, 

Twsf TvO ^ Aa aftonmi 1 twieG of 
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2. As a corollary of our espousal of tighter 
Dep artmen t authority over the FBI, we reconmend that the 
Bureau's public relations activities and press relations 
be controlled by the Attorney General's Office of Public 
Information. Clear directives to prevent the development 
of personality cults around particular Bureau Directors 

and officials should be drawn. Bureau press releases should 
be cleared through the Office of Public Information. 

3. The task force recocmends that in sensitive 
cases no criminal action be instituted by the Bureau without 
the closest coordination and consultation with the supervising 
Division of the Depar t ment. This supervision by the Depart¬ 
ment should be as tight as the control and consultation the 
Bureau had with its Field Offices as exhibited in our review 
of the assassination investigation. 

4. It was observed that almost no blacks vere in 
the FBI special agent's corps in the 1960's and none in 
the Bureau's hierarchy. This undoubtedly had the effect 
of limitin g not only the outlook and understanding of the 
problems of race relations, but also mast have hindered the 
ability of investigators to cocmunicate fully with blades 
during the nurder investigation. By way of illustration 
had there been black agents in the Memphis Field Office 
participating fully in die investigation of Dr\ King's 
nurder, it is unlikely that the interviews with 
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at least three black timbers of the Memphis Police and Fire 
Department would have been overlooked. It is also very 
probable that black citizen "lead 11 input would have been 
greater. 

B. As To The Security Investigation 

The task force was charged to address itself 
particularly to the question of \Aiether the nature of the 
relationship betweei the Bureau and Dr. King called for 
criminal prosecution, disciplinary proceedings, or other 
appropriate action. Our responses follow. 

1. Because the five year statute of limitations 
has long since xuri wc cannot tcccocittid criiulriSil prosecution 
of any Bureau personnel, past or present, responsible for 
the possible criminal harrassment of Dr. King. (16 U.S.C. 
3282). No evidence of a continuing conspiracy was found. 

2. The responsibility for initiating and prolonging 
the security investigation rested on the deceased Director 
of the Bureau and his immediate lieutenants, some of whom 
are also deceased and the remainder of wbcm are retired. 

They are beyond the reach of disciplinary action. The few 
Bureau personnel vrtvo had anything to do with the King security 
investigation and who are still In active service, did not 
make coomand decisions and merely followed orders. We do not 
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chink they are the proper subjects of any disciplinary 
action. Some of the activities conducted, such as the 
technical electronic surveillance, had the approval of 
the then Attorney General. The Courts had not adequately 
dealt with that authority rested in the executive branch 
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security”. Me do not think the "leg men” in the Bureau 
should be held to an undefined standard of behavior, mich 
less a standard not observed by the highest legal officer 
of the government. 

The Bureau’s OOINIELPRO type activities, the illicit 
dissemination of raw investigative data to discredit 
Dr. King, the efforts to intimidate him, to break up his 
marriage, and the explicit and implicit efforts to black¬ 
mail him, were not fully known to the Dep a rt m ent, but were 
none-the-less ordered and directed by Director Hoover, 
Assistant to the Director Deloach, Assistant Director 
Sullivan and the Section Chief under him. 

In our view their subordinates were far removed 
from decision responsibility. Moreover, we think the 
subordinates clearly felt that, by reason of Director 
Hoover’s overpowering and intimidating domination of the 
Bureau, they had no choice but to Implement the Bureau' a 
directions. Punitive action against the very few 
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r emain ing subordinate agents would seem to the- task force 
to be inappropriate in these circumstances and at this 
very late date. 

* fM.. to._1 
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tapes and transcripts concerning King and many others. 

These may be sought by King's heirs aid representatives. 

Warse still, they may be sought by members of the public 
at large under the Freedom of Information Act. We 
recommend that these tapes and transcripts be sealed and 
sent to the National Archives and that the Congress be 
asked to pass legislation denying any access to them 
whatever and authorizing and directing their total 
destruction along with the destruction of material in 
reports and manoranda derived from them. 

4. The potential for abuse by the individual 
occupying the office of Director of the FBI has been 

_1.. J___1__ 2 _ ^2 _^ J _ TT- 2 4. J - 
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a responsibility of the Department in the first instance 
and, secondarily, of the Congress to oversee the conduct 
of the FBI (and the other police agencies of the govern¬ 
ment). We endorse the establishment by the Attorney 
General of the Office of Professional Responsibility on 
Deconber 9, 1975, as an effective means for intra-departmental 
policing of the Bureau. We also think the permanent 
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Senate Select Oocmittee on Intelligence is an appro¬ 
priate agency of die legislative arm to oversee the 
performance of the Bureau. Both the Office of Pro¬ 
fessional Responsibility and the Senate Select Cannittee 
should be expressly designated in their respective 
enabling regulations and resolutions to be a place to 
which Bureau subordinates may complain, confidentially 
and with inpunity, of orders \Aiich they believe to 
threaten a violation of the civil rights and liberties 
of citizens and inhabitants of the Uiited States. 

5. It seers to us that the unauthorized malicious 
dissemination of investigative data f r o m FBI files should 
be more than the presently prescribed misdemeanor (5 USC 
552a(i)(l». A felony penalty should be added. 

Parsnthjsticsily, it should ba notsd hare that It 
should be made clear that It is inp r o per (but not criminal) 
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foe the Bureau to by-pass the Attorney General and deal 
directly with the White Bouse. 

6. The task force reosmeijus that the FBI have no 
authority to engage in OOINmPBO type activities which 
involve affirmative punitive action following Star 
Charter decisions with respect to citizens or inhabitants 
(See 18 U.S.C. 241 and 242). We believe that the guide¬ 
lines which the present Attorney General has established 
to govern the FBI's domestic security investigations 
effectively preclude these activities. Those guidelines 
moreover, appear to us to permit only strictly legal 
investigative techniques to be employed in full scale 
domestic security investigations. Qua too we endorse* 

The foregoing oonprises cur report and reaentnenda- 
tiens. It is respectfully submitted. 




January H, 1977 


-149- 











APPENDIX A 


EXHIBIT 1 


ireslatto* 
4 UoUL 























































































EXHIBIT 2 



» 




































I 


2fw) 
or 


yr y ; *;. * . * {IttVinT nS55J5??*vrCitTT 

*. ?r\ *n 7i jf '? 

j../.M*i ..is -d ti 1,1 


UOUillSG HOUSE «KXX*I*IES 
j 2nd FLOOR OF ROTH LUILD1 KCS _^ 

.. * rrir*JL*: s 

t I-—:- u <: 


: . i'"7-|.*“f 

$r cMaSE® 


..*i 



*V 

.410.-.411-414-.416 ; /.- . , ; , 

iWJHST. 


L L 


NORTH ENTRANCE 
(stairway) to 
ROOMING HOUSE 


422. 422h 424 

- CANIPS 

AiaisEic-vr 

11.00. 


oij-rr 


rFr3 


ilOUTlI 

entrance 
( stairway) 
to 

rooming 
house 


1 COMPOSITE PHOTO of; 
.'410-424 S. T.IAIH ST. : 


ft 4 


































































































EXHIBIT 3 






CO 


TE»ME$3£H 0£?1SH£HT 3? f"SLJ ’'•'d 
OFFtC£ Or THc CN’Er MEDICAL EXAMlHtS 

$53 Mediton ivtsut 

Tennessee 38103 

AUTOPSY REPORT 


c*a* ■*0;V-. 


C9V» 


ftAMC or OCCCOIMT 
NOMl AOOR155 _ 


■j-ioy t-i-.’v-UitUcr— o., Jr - « - 


RACC, 




aoc. 


AtV . iitr , - r g orj4fr - 

tit* ^ 1**» 


• T*U 


COUNTY UtOICAL C*aminC* ■ . 1 » T » ■t-TiU*&4 , fr&0 t ‘*l^> 

ABORTSS _»i£U4;Ml4&7-+0>rttWt»t?€--- 

01 STRICT ATTORNtT OtwtRAl^ PMl A i CilTUllft . 

AOORtSS 7 rnr .ne e »^.-------- 

AiuTCMiCAi oi*c*»s'» —Cun^Uot—sfor.m t - to - bo ti y and f&e e witnt' 

Fracture of nandible 

Lncernt? Tn vertebral artery, luy ular vcl 2 and.au] 
Ciuviar. artery, Ti".ht 9 

_ ynee^ti ^: nr vin^Lrord M nr»r rrnMrnl .nancs 

thoracic), 

Tn tranalaon irv hc sa tnna . finftr . xXghx ipr^r T o b *- 


caust or .Cuaslol.veu^L-to^plnal-cojUs 'Ani I q wpt ce ? * 


• >t n ^ <t i” I r* 
% *■ V * ♦» 


c« Jtp.nl-T Wa s‘t!;? result of a «mnthft» vn^rul . fn - 

thLi.ani.X£cL^lt.\-X-iataLJSiAS cc . t i on . ftf - tho lower co ryi g al an d- 
UI^twlhsriilC-aitk&il-CsnLfin;! .oiiicr structures in the nrcV. THu 


li ** t O V a AjAj it* M n M U *1 ■ F V AM f 4 a W a an 1a n 1% aa» a <4 A* •« ».’*! V* A 

M i f ? W k k * * v»r i- a_ia wn l^rL j nmii'> »** - 


(rr. ris^ t-V9 lslt.«_-I!.£-*cycrJLn? of t^o y-ilnM .rnr^l nr this. Jaxu. 

“JllTLS 1*1* * 11 Pf-l VJi, _t) nf vrt K fntnT vory cVifwt-ly aftr* 

*rr *rre t#, ____ * __ 


'•*• •' , ’' 1 **• ■' *» !•• iraiijf i certified opinion to the County Medic 
•••*••* •• •'* *••*-»» tr.e facts and finding* to support these cc 

*.•■ — ♦ • • ' >• • ■* '-«» *-*• * *1 i. f sute Medical Exaniner. 


I':: 



* m a * • • t 

•« e *J » - s * a* 









































Forr. 383 


THE CiTY OF MEMPHIS HOSPITALS 

AUTOPSY PROTOCOL 

j tutoosv Wo. AS3-352 Service VoK Tx t Wf^cital No 

Mame Martin Luther Kim * I, * 3 4 5 6 . Jr. 

« 

Date of Admission- 


_ Aae 33 Race Sex—;ill2- 

unKnowu-Approxi -atcly 

Date and Hour of Death—- - - 


Date and Hour of A.ut^g SY 


4-4-65 ljllASTVi. 


pathologist rrc,r^rurt and Franc !*£<>ASSlStaat- 


Checked by 


Date Completed 4-11*68, 


fi;:al pathological diagnosis 


PRIMARY ARIES : 

I, Distant gunshot wound to body nnd face 
A* Fracture of right nandiblo 

B. Laceration of vertebral artery, jugular vein and subclavian 
artery, right 

C. Fracture of spine (T-l, C-7) 

D. Laceration of spinal cord (lower cervical, upper thoracic 3 

E. Submucosal hemorrhage, larynx 

F. Intrapulnonary honatona, apex right upper lobo 

SECONDARY SERIES ; 

1. Remote scars as described 
2* Pleural adhesions 

3, Fatty change liver, moderate 

4. Arteriosclerosis, moderate 

S* Venous cut-downs 

6. Tracheostomy 

LABORATORY FIKniYAS : 

Blood Alcohol - 6.014 
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EXHIBIT 4 
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Some Known Expenditures! April 23, 1967 

- June 8, 1968 

, f 

Section 

Serial 

Item . 

Amount 

Date 

71 

5246 

Rent for ere week at 2731 

N. Sheffield; Chicago 

$13.61 

4/30/67 

74 

5448 

1959 Chrysler; Chicago 

$200.00 

6/5/67 

74 

5413 

1962 Plymouth; East St. 

Louis 

$209.50 

7/14/67 

74 

5437X 

Bourgarde Motel; Dorian, 
Canada 

$17.28 

7/17/67 

la 

2192 
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Apts., 2585 Notre Dane Street, 

Montreal at $75/no; Montreal 

T/1Q/CT 

'/ V * , 

60 

4692 

Suit at English Scotch 
woolen Conpany; Montreal 

$75.06 

7/21/67 

19 

2192 

Book ordered from Future 
Books in Inglewood, Calif.; 
Montreal 

$9.00 

7/24/67 

17 

2068 

Correspondence course at 
Locksnithing Institute in 
Mew Jersey; Montreal 

$17.50 

7/28/67 

74 

5402 

Grey Pocks Inn frem 7/30 
to 8/5; Canada 

$195.15 

8/5/67 

19 

2192 

Formula for making glass 
purchase by money order to 
E.Z. Formula? Montreal 

$1.00 

8/9/67 

74 

5400 

Granada Hotel; Birmingham 

$4.50 

8/26/61 

21 

2324 

Poem and board for one week 

$22.50 

8/26/61 

6 

628 

1966 White Ford Mustang; $1,995.00 
Birmingham 

8/30/61 

21 

2324 

Roan and board; Birmingham 

$22.50 

9/2/67 

21 

2324 

Roam and board; Birmingham 

$22.50 

9/9/67 

21 

2324 

Dance lessens; Bisnin^aen 

A I A 

wv 

ft /I ■* Jr 
?/ 14/ y 
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Section 

Serial 

Itan 

Amount 

Dace 

21 

2324 

Bean end beard; Birmingham 

$22.50 

9/16/67 

21 

2324 

Roan and board; Birmingham 

$22.50 

9/23/67 

9 

; 1135 

* * 

Camera equipment/ Superior $337.24 

Bulk Film Co.; Birmingham 

9/28/67 

/■ 

18 

2118 

Roan only; Birmingham 

$17.50 

5/20/67 

55 

1422 

.38 Caliber, Liberty 

Chief Revolver 

$65.00 

10/1/67 

75 

5496 

Hotel San Francisco - 
10/10; Acapulco 

$6.00 

10/1V67 

75 

5496 

Pancho Villa - 10/15; 
Guadalajara 

$3.20 

10/16/67 

75 

5496 

Pancho Villa - 10/18; 
Guadalajara' 

$3.20 

10/19/67 

69 

5150 

Hotel Rio at $4.80/day- 
10/19-11/6; Puerto 

Vallarta 

$91.20 

11/6/67 

69 

5150 

Aj.gJ.XQUU uu miv. 

apt. ; Puerto Vallarta 

ejf Q A A 

wu 

n / Jen 
/ “ ■ 

69 

5150 

Hotel Tropicana at $7.20 
day - 12/7-11/13; Puerto 
Vallarta 

$43.20 

11/13/67 

6 

668 

Rent at 1535 N. Serrano; 

$127.50 

U/1S/67 

c 

w 

668 

Utilities at 1535 N. 
Serrano; Los Angeles 

$10.00 

12/20/67 

52 

4143 

Appointment with Dr. Mark 
Freeman; Beverly Hills 

$25.00 

12/27/67 

52 

4143 

Appointment with Dr. Mark 
Freeman 

$25.00 

* 

12/30/67 

52 

4143 

Appointment with Dr. Mark 
Freeman 

$25.00 

12/4/67 

52 

4143 

Dance lessens at National 
Dance Studio; Los Angeles 

$29.00 

12/5/67 

52 

4143 

Appointment with Freeman 

$25.00 

12/6/6? 

52 

4143 

Dance lessons 

$29.00 

12/7/67 
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Section 

S-arial 

Item 

Aircunt 


• 

52 

4143 

Appointment with Freenan 

$25.00 • 

12/11/6*3 

52 

4143 

Dance lessons 

$29.00 

12/12/6T 

6 

22 

. 745 

2325 

Dance lessons 

• 

$100.00 

12/14/6: 

52 

4143 

Appointment with Freeman 

$25.00 

12/14/6: 

74 

5399 

Provincial Ms tel - 12/17- 
12/19; New Orleans 

- $24.00 

12/19/6 

6 

22 

745 

2325 

Dance lessons 

$364.00 

12/21/6 

22 

2325 

LocJcsnithing Institute; 

Lee Angeles 

$15.00 

1/8/68 

22 

2325 

International School of 
Bartending; Los Angeles 

$20.00 

1/19/61 

22 

2325 

International School of 
* Bartending; Los Angeles 

$105.00 

l/20/( 

. 22 

2325 

Kent at St. Francis Hotel; 
Los Angeles 

$85.00 

1/21/< 

12 

1500 

Free Press of Los Angeles 

$4.25 

l/29/( 

22 

2325 

LocJcsmithing Institute 

$7.50 

V31/' 

12 

1500 

C.M. Hedgpeth, mail forward¬ 
ing service 

$3.00 

* 

2/1/6 

6 

668 

Kent at St. Francis Hotel 

$85.00 

2/22/ 

12 

1500 

Futura Books 

$6.44 

2/26/ 

12 

.. 1500 

Tiffany Enterprises 

$9.98 

2/26/1 

22 

2325 

Locksmi thing Institute 

$7.50 

2/26, 

22 

2325 

Locksmith Ledger 

‘$5.25 

2/26, 

12 

1428 

Locksmithing Institute 

$15.00 

3/8/i 

8 

1033 

RocrvVeek at 113 14th St.; 
Atlanta 

$10.00 

3/24, 
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EXHIBIT 5 


Serial . 

I tea 

Ancirx 

Da za 

5502 

Flamingo Motel 3/22; 

Selma 

$8.00 

J/ il/ OS 

1428 

loeJcsnithing Institute; 

Atlanta 

$7.50 

* * 

3/28/68 

5725* 

Travelodge Motel; 

Birmingham 

$8.48 

3/29/68 


^v« ■ - —* w t » 

ruiMu&t; ui 

Birmingham 

co 

q/?q/*R 

1033 

Rxm in Atlanta 

$10.00 

3/22/68 

630 

Hexall Drugstore; Whitehaven, 
Tenn. 

$1.83 

4/3/68 

327 

Booming house on Main St.; 
Memphis 

$8.50 

4/4/68 

46 

Binoculars; Msnphis 

$41.55 

4/4/68 

4454 

RentA*eek at 962 Dundas St.; 
Toronto 

$9. CO 

4/16/68 

4454 

Bound trip airplane ticket; 
Toronto 

$345.00 

5/2/68 
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JA-^S EAgL 5«f 


Section 

68 


Known T-'ffla: aaril 23, 19|I - *££ *■ 1955 - 


Serial 

5100 


Payroll checks fron Indian Trail Restaurant 
Winnetka, Illinois 


May 7 
May 14 
May 21 
May 28 
June 4 
June 11 
June 18 
JUne 25 


$ 57.69 

84.89 

84.89 

84.89 

69.63 

89.63 
95.19 
77.53 

$664.34 
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EXHIBIT 6 
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EXHIBIT 7 


« 


* • # 


•* 

UNITE© STATES cov : ment 

Memorandum . 

. NR. A. R 0 SE&* 


TO 





„ ovl . _hr. g. h. scAUiaawW 


1 


subject: 


MARTIN UTilHLR XING. JR.; 


. • ** JH C?- r r 1 >~' 

■* . v^- :r 

• * S^rS.. 

date: May 22, 1961 y^2<iy 

• f-yf 


T*U, fc***v ■ 
!•**■ — -— 


9 



v v»i 


•# 







'• J*v 


• • * 


Memorandum to Mr. Rosea 


i .■ 

I 


Tartin Luther Kin?. Jr*. * 

! * 1 Reverend Tlartin Dither King, Jr., prominent * n J*2J*ationi; 

who led bus boycott in Montgomery. Alabama* and^ ;^* 1 5 rt “ c ^'* tra " 
tions * has been associated with National Association for the 
Advancement of Colored‘People and Congress of Racial Equality. Kij, 
has not been inve.^ i^aj^lJ}y^.c ./ 

. "‘Bureau ‘fllcs^rev&lT^Sing iffainked 

I * - . • ... _ _L-.1T #\^ k 





/ 













• t * 




• V * 


Memorandum to .Mr. Rosen' 


Southern Christian Leadership Conference (to further 
registration) and advised "The Civil Rights law...is meaningless 


(to further Negro vote 

__ _ .... _ ..its law...is meaning] 

. »m?£?ss we co out and make use of it." Xing thanked Benjamin 


II 


Davis. Jr., Communist Party official, for giving blood when he 
was in a hospital following assault. King in 1960 indicated his 
support for Committee to Secure Justice for Morton Sobcll (cited 
by House Committee on Un-American Activities (I.'Cl'A) as communist 

** \ ^ — J ■ _ 1 f\/1 a a. n **4> i /»1 a i « a Vf i nn ^ \vK i r !*> 1 1 

rrojuj UilU AlI l/Ul hiuu- XU XUW f.i**^#* ~ 

for integration of FBI to help speed integration. King attended 
meetings with integration leaders in Montgomery, Alabama', 5-21-61, 


* 

# 


- *• »«V1 


3 - 
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EXHIBIT 8 


EXHIBIT 9 


I"' 


VNITFO STATES GCVERNM*‘ * 

Memorandum 

' €3- H- Belmont 


~V ! f i-Zrz 

0 _i "i r —— 

XT* * - 

/> — 


TO 


date: August 30, 1963 


now 


Mr. W. C. Sull^vfnT 

c ^ 

subject: COU1UJNI ST PARTY, USA 

NEGRO_ QUESTION 

is - c / 

L-.ll «l f ■ f 



~l 


- ■ t 

V 


Reference is made to.the enclosed material* on which the 
Director has written: "This memo reminds me vividly of those I 
received when Castro took over Cuba* Yoji contended then that Castro and 
his cohorts were not Communists and not influenced by Communists. Time 
Alone proved you wrone. I for one can’t ignore the memos re King, 

et al as. having only an infinitesimal 
effect on the efforts to exploit the American Negro by the Communists." 




The Director is correct. We were completely wrong about 
elleving the evidence was not sufficient to determine some years ago 
that Fidel Castro was not a commuftist or Under communist influence. On 
^investigating and writing about communism and the American Negro, we 


.h*<4 hi 

n ■ 


i+f at* araVtnw +M e * ri/4 n«*n#4 f 

’ W WA a W1HVMIWV* VUAU KMW VA A V k/^ 


4* Via 1 4 + 


pV /I 

9UVUAU 


i ** Vi 


j I do think that much of the difficulty relating to the memoran 

dum rightly questioned by the Director is to be found centered in the 
word "influence." We do not have, and no Government agency or private 

"iniiucnce - 


.organization nas, any yarastxcK wmen can accurately measure 
\ih. this particular context, even.when we know It docs exist such as in 
yche case of the obvious infltience of _ | 

over Martin Luther King and King * sTnf lu enc'S - ^ v er~other NegTo 
Stesders.* Personally, I believe in the light of King’s powerful 
demagogic speech yesterday he stands head and shoulders over all other 
Negro leaders put together when it comes to influencing great masses of 
Negroes, tfe must mark him now, if wc have not done so before, as the ^ 
,»5B£tu.danggx < ?h&Jiegro._of the f utur e in this Nation f rom..the^standpoiir^ J 
iof .communism, the Near© and national s«curitv. - / • 


l 


On determining membership of Negroes in the Commufflst Fatty, 
e are-not confronted with the same problem.' We do have here accurate 
yardsticks for establishing membership. Of course, our standards are 


_ AU* 4 

,vcxjr caav king, 


fPLl A A L « \*_ _ .ma #a1 1 AIM 

4UX9 muaub uiiific axe ne^iues wnu me iviiOw- 


travellers, sympathizers or who aid the Party, knowingly or unknowingly, 
but do not qualify as members. These we must not ignore. The old 
( communist principle still holds: "Communism must-be. built with non- 
jcommunist hsipds/" Therefore, it may be unrealistic to limit ours^ves a 
jwo have been jfloing^to lega listic^proof or definitely conclusive _juencc 

2*""^ - / 


Enclosure ' 


m + m- 

-I0>* 
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Memorandum for Mr. Belmont 


RS; 


CC“MT:N 1ST PARTY. USA 


NEGRO QUESTION 

100-3-75 


• Afc. — A ^ _■ A - J .. S 1 K A i ^ AH >• i t* — —L 4« A « /r w A ^ r» 4 ZNnn 1 

t inai would 2»vaiiu uy aii _ics_i Aiuyi*y ui uvavac wufiiwopAw^ciA 

committees that the Communist Party, USA, does'wield substantial 
Influence’ over Negroes which one day could become decisive. ^ 

• 

The memorandum which the Director penetratively questioned, 
i while showing in the details the communist impact on Negroes, did 
-{suffer from such limitations. .These limitations we will make every 
1 effort to lift in the future. The great amount of attention this 
Division Is giving to communist activities directed toward the Negro 
should enable us to do this.. 

* , • * 

For example, here at the Seat of Government, the Negro - 
communist question takes up as a whole the time of one supervisor and 
during the past few weeks four meh have been so occupied. Additionally, 
j 1 izod instructions ®rc rcsulsrly givsn th© £i©ld on conurwinist 

Infiltration of the Negro; (2) monographs have been written on the 
. subject and widely disseminated; (3) regularly disseminated are memoranda 
and reports; (‘4) August 21, 1963, we devoted the entire Current Intelli¬ 
gence Analysis to the communist plans for the Negro March of August 20, 


JLwoo, (143 copies of this-Analysis were disseminated to 44 agencies of 
the Government); (5) much material on the Issue is given to Agents ?.t 
In-Service; and (6) an SAC Letter is under preparation in this Division 
now giving the field the benefit of what we learned from the Negro March 
on Washington and issuing instructions for Increased coverage of 
communist influence On the Negro. . 

{ •, As the memorandum pointed out, "this Nation is involved in a. 
form of faci al revolution and the li me h as never_been so right„for 
e xplo itatioii of^ the Negroes by^communist propagandists." Nineteen millio 
Negroes constitute the greatest 6ingle 'facial target of the Communist 
Party, USA. This is a sombre reality we must never lose sir^ht of. V/s 
, will do everything possible in the troubled ‘future to""develop for the 
,Director all available facts relating to Negro membership in the Communis 

: Dm 4*0 4-Vi a mawa aamaI aw anil rl * an! + rt ae/^AV+nl fl < 1 IIOTlf'ft 

* am wjr | yAua vnw mviv «uu v«****wmav 

| of communist organizations and officials over the leaders and masses of 
{Negroes. % 

We regret greatly that the memorandum did not measure up to 
Mat the Director has a right to expect from our analysis. 

RECOMMENDATION : 

For the information of the Director. 
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y H i» 


UMTLn states c;c rxment 


Memorandum 



. > 


' ‘V-- 


TO 

*»• 


: Ur. w. C. Sulli^r^ * 


/ U “ : .5- > 


y ■ V/ ^ 

UATt: September 16, 1963 / 

' . * r^—' 


r»OM ; Ur, P, J. Baumgardner,, 

■ ^^vT/'A _*»■ 

n 37'^ 

SUDjtaVco:;!-TIWI3T PARTY, US.A. 

NEGRO-QUESTION 

COMMUNIST INFLUENCE lit RACIAL MATTERS 
1KTZRKAL SECURITY - COMMUNIST 


7*i*. 


C— 4y , 


I 


This memorandum recommends Increased cove rage__o f com mun ist 

e Communist Party, U?A 


influence on the Nerro. 


The history or the 
J tCPGi&O , is rnnK .’te w ith its at termts_t o exol o it. I nflu enc e^ and 
I recruit .the "Negro. The March on Washington, 3-2S-63, was a striking 
3 'jcirXommunist activity as Party leaders early put into 


- "N 


example oz~ . 

motion efforts to accrue gains for the CPUSA from the March. Well* 
documented information concerning the Party's influence on a principal 
March leader, Reverend Martin Luther King, Jr., is but an example. 

The presence at the March of around 200 Party members, ranging from 
several national functionaries headed byiJIFUSA General Secretary Gus 
IlallT to many rank-and-file members, is clear indication of the Party's 
favorite target (the Negro) today. 


1 


i 


All indications arc that the March was not the "end of the 
line" and that the Party will step up its efforts to explit racial 
unrest and in every possible way claim credit for itself relating to 
any "gains" achieved by the Negro. A clear-cut indication of the 
Party's designs is revealed in its plans to hold a highly secretive 
leadership meeting in November, 1963, which will deal primarily with 
the Negro situation. This meeting is to be preceded by ai£us Hail7 
"harnEtorninc" trio through key areas of the country to meet Party* 


pcpplc and thus bettor prepare himself for the November .meeting. 


The entire field is being alerted to this si^uatioif^in a 
proposed SAC Letter (attached). Tho field is being instructed to 
intensify our coverage of communist Influence on the Negro Jiry giving 
fullest consideration to the u*:c of all possible investigative 
techniques. In Addition, the field in *being;«told to intensify its 
coverage oi those cornunisi fronts through which the Party channels 
its influence and to intensify its investigations of the many Party 


i am t. e a _ j* x l. _ __ 

iwo vii uy iJ4ii ox xne rarxy 


_ .t_.. _ _ » !.«• t *. r 1 

members ana uupti* v«.,••• •**-■ 

in the Negro field, further, *e ar*.* Mroccing 'thc'urgent need for 
imaginative and r.g.:r»*.*itvr t.*. \ :cr. t<» utilised through our Counter* 

•ar.— in gr.ed to attempt to neutralize or 


intelligence «’r. 

disrupt the Party's activities lit the Negro field. Necessity for 
oroant handling of all facets ot this natter to insure timely dissemi* 

I s also being 


nation to the IVpartecnt atui oth , arj4tntt. < resied**agenc-lo®- is—a-1 

cmphasizciL ; . i .* ’ * /' ' m / 

100-3-110 / 4 . * 3t OCT 1C 1961 

3 -—j: /ertgi. »h*«ro <.wvu«J ? t .. - 


x - 


./. * •• • J 
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Memorandum to Mr. Sullivan 
RS: COMMUNIST PARTY, USA 
NEGRO QUESTION 

' COMMUNIST INFLUENCE IN RACIAL MATTERS 

(J.oo-3-ii6j 




The proposed SAC Letter requires key security offices 
to submit to the Bureau, within 30 days, an analysis of their 
current coverage of communist activities in the Negro field plus 
details of their- plans for intensification. Also, those 1G 
offices participating in the Counterintelligence Program on a 
regular basis are being required to include in their next monthly 
letters due. 10-15-63 their plans to neutralize or disrupt Party 
activities in the Negro field, . 

RECOMMENDATION t 

y 

It approved, attached SAC Letter go forward apprising 
the field as above and urging full implementation so that the 
desired results may be achieved. Also attached for approval are 
^necessary Manual changes. _•_ 









EXHIBIT 10 


» 


rsT 


7 *liu , 

t / 

CJM^N - 
C«l!^ 
Cw:/« 

-Jt/lidL 




. 9/18/C3 

* t 

■• * 

* • * .• 
MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 


*; ■•*■;- 7 — 

[/ -i.r^= 
V * J :.■-«•_ 


/Tdr 
Cu^f . 


% While the allnched memorandum 
bears the initials of Mr. Baumgardner, 
it was prepared from a rough-draft furnished 
to him by Mr. Sulliva-r. * 


•** • . .* 


. A 


/, ; 


» It should be understood that 

, I Sullivan, Baumgardner, Si20o and Belmont 
j | read the memorandum and agreed with it 
| j| prior to its submission. . 

; , T ' . we-* - 

!' EnCl0SUre • ^ MCBS.J981 

, :* - Clyde Tol son 

j ' " 

! CT-T PR 

.A^n. r~ | 

f ' V- C^4.*—vjiv\^ •*— 

, i ✓v ' u .t V bk-,/.. - 

r - cSO^® / > I<z> ■— 

: j^ 01 " . 

•; -d^v:'vvt f a- .•••• Vir- 

• vAv-^m^—* **;<? -‘vv^S 

^ ^ *++ *• —- %. v • pf / 


a 52 
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EXHIBIT 11 





o 


.r? ( i 

A W -1 !/ I V m 

-+^r i •**■»* i** ♦<■ * 

/v r^ \'^v' : 


To; Mr. A. H. Belmont 


Date; 




•y.r. c.' • ' 
Mr. C-.;~ • 

- ., Mr. C ■ - 

t- /*. »* * - 

September 23. 19?: 1 £; “ 

Mr. R-rrS- 


Frorn^ Ur. V. C. Sul! 

Re; COlumnST PARTY, USA- 
NEGRO QUESTION* 

COXXKIST INFLUENCE IE RACIAL HATTERS 
INTERNAL SECURITY - C 






Mr* Su 1 * 
Mr v- 7r.,l _ 
Mr* - 

Trie* n«m_ 
Miw H-jisivs 
Uiu Cai-wi*- 


Predication; 


Reference is cade to the enclosed memorandum dated 9/16/63 
end to the attached proposed SAC Letter. 


On returning from a few days leave I have been advised of 
the Director's continued dissatisfaction with the manner in which •" 
we prepared a Brief on the above-captioned matter and subsequent- 
memoranda on the same subject matter. This situation is very 
disturbing to those of us in the Domestic Intelligence Division 
responsible for this area of work, and we certainly want to do 
everything possible to correct our shortcomings. Tie absolutely will 
not be stubborn about admitting any mistakes we have made or bo 
stiff-necked and unbending concerning our analysis of this matter. 
The Director indicated he would not approve our last SAC Letter 
until there was a clarification and a meeting of minds relative to 
the question of the extent of communist influence over Negroes and 
their leaders. In this memorandum I will seriously and sincerely . 
try to clarify a most regretable situation. It is prepared not on 
official office memorandum but rather on plain bond believing that 
this discussion need not be made a matter of official record- 


✓ . 

Common Agreement ; 


f* ,4 y * 

- * First, I am sure we all are in agreement.on the following 

which was In both the cover memorandum and the detailed brief 

I attached: (1) for the past 44 years the Communist Party, USA, has 
spent enormous sums of money and ceaseless efforts to influence 
Negroes and to make communists out of them; (2) the 19 million 
Negroes in the country today constitute the greatest single racial 

I target of the Communist Party, USA; {3) Negro leader Martin Luther 

King, _ _*__ does have as an cxtreaMv important 

advisor ** . : (4) we 

are right now In this nation engaged In a form.of social revolution 


and the tine has never been so right for exploitation of the 
Negroes by communist propagandists; and (5)— r the Communist Party 
could in the future make prodigious stridcs'knd great successes wit) 
the American Negro to the serious detriment of our national securitj 
In addition to the above, the material furnished contained many png« 
of specific examples of communist policies. pjeoarawe-eml-ftCtivitlcs 

Enclosures y* ^ 
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Memorandum fcr Mr. Belmont 


WUUIU* 11 <, 


•.> * n*M/ 

~ 1 X . 


fTf' * 

UuA 


NEGRO QUESTION 

COMMUNIST INFLUENCE IN RACIAL MATTERS . 

* 

showing communist involvenont In Negro racial matters In this nation, 
relative to which we can all agroo. 

• * • 

Essence of the Situation: 

The essence of the situation seems to be this: We 
presented what facts there are in our files in the Brief in question 
and I know that the Director certainly would not want us to do other 
than this. -The position taken at the timo the Brief was written was 
that, while there is coenunict influence being exerted on Negroes 

anri NAffm 1 i + Y\*%e. rtA* rl>ofi thr* nnl nt C.f Control Of 

#«V5* V A V44WV4 0| * w | MU W *« vj*. _ A *' » “ ^ w —^ “ 

domin ation A This historically - bau~Uconr"the’”pbsition of the Bureau 
£n”^hfs"matter in light of file reviews going back ten to twenty 
years. ^ /vv-e-^C 


er£«-A- 






Por example, in a detailed document prepared on Communist 
Party and the Negro in 1953, we find 'the statement referring to "the 
failure of the Communist Party to attract even a significant number 
of Negroes in the United states to its number.” Another example is 
to be found in an analysis in this same field prepared by the Bureau 
in 1956 to the effect that communist efforts have been "unsuccessful 
on a state or national level" in infiltrating "legitimate Negro- 
fraternal. protest and improvement organizations," although they made 
limited success in some "isolated chapters." The Director's book, 
Masters of Deceit, published in lOSjL. states: "It became obvious 
that the Party, despite great efforts, had failed to win over even 
a significant minority of Negroes." In I960 the Director's statement 

Tv.a rnumittep on the Judlclarv. United States Senate, reads: 

vw *• »*v Z, -_ - - __ - ? ; ___ . _ . j - - _ • — - — — - 

"It is no secret that one ox .tho bitterest disappointment* of 
communistic efforts in this Nation has been their failure to lure 
our Negro citizens into the Party." In 1962 similar public statements 
were made. On page seven of the Brief submitted to the Director 

» * > j j. _ ^ M At. mi f 91 1 Of.l t In Q IH rf nwl aa! w a p> 4 -f 4 avi a 

UnQ0r xno ui AU^ua w ^ * *»•*» *** jwi avujl b J.WU naa 

restated and it was said, "One of the bitterest disappointments of 
the communists has been their single failure to lure any significant 
number of our Negro citizens into tho Party." This statement was 
set forth again in. the cover memorandum which the Director marked. 

The point I wish to make hero is this: Tho fact that this 
A has been our historical position In tho Bureau for many years is no 
I reason to assume that it i? « t ho co rr ect position at this time, ns the 
director has clearly expTEin-u. **-v- and conditions change and, as 

the evidence mounts, naturally wo need to change our position along 
*lth this evidence. 


I 


' w”'i 
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Memorandum for Mr. Belmont 
RB: COi'.MUN 1 ST PARTY, USA 
MBGKO QUESTION 

COMMUNIST INFLUENCE IN RACIAL MATTERS 


Interpretation ; . , 

As wo know, facts by themselves arc not too meaningful, 
for they are somewhat like stones tossed in a heap as contrasted 
to the same stones put In the lorn of a sound edifice. It Is 
obvious to (is now that we did not put the proper interpretation upo 
the facts which we gave to the director. 


Martin Luther King : 

Wo have boen aware of the communist influence for nearly 
two years on Martin Luther King, Jr., head of the Southern Christia 
Leadership Conference, and in the comprehensive memorandum entitled 
"Communist Party, USA, Negro Question," dated S/23/63 we set out 
information to the effect that a number of Negro leaders in this 
. country have had subversive connections in their backgrounds and 
| that*Martin Luther King, Jr., has been dealing with __ 

As previously 

stated, we are in complcto agreement with the'Director that 
communist influence is being exerted on Martin Luther King, Jr., 
tand that King Is the strongest of the Negro leaders. As we have 
stated before in a memorandum, we regard Martin Luther King to 
be the most dangerous and effective Negro leader in the country. 

In addition, we know the Party is directing a major effort toward 
strengthening its position among the Negroes inasmuch as we have 
information the Party plans tw intensify its efforts to exploit 
the x'acial situation for the purposo of gaining influence among 
the Negroes. 


t 
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Memorandum for Ur. Belmont 
SB; COMMUNIST PARTY, USA 
NEGRO QUESTION 

COMMUNIST INFLUENCE IN RACIAL MATTERS 


SAC Letter to the Field 

X would like to set forth here briefly why I think that 
the enclosed SAC Letter, which was returned to us by the Director, 
should be sent to the field offices. My first reason Is this: 

Vo need to renew our efforts and keep the pressure on amLJLeave 
- no stone un tufn ed to d evelop every.and.all.facts.which exist 
In ^his natter'. Some of' these*‘facts nay not yet have been 
unearthed* "by our field offices, and will not be unless we 
follow up this natter evernore closely with then. My second 
reason why I think tho SAC Letter should be sent Is related 
to the present changing situation inthe 'Communist Party - Negro 
•relations area. During the past two weeks in particular there 
have been sharp stepped-up activities on the part of communist 
• officials to infiltrate and to dominate Negro developments in 
this country. Further, they are meeting with successes. This 
should be no surprise to us because since the Negro march on 
Washington on August 28 communist officials have been doing all 
possible to exploit the very troubled racial situation. As* 
they said weeks ago, tho end of the Negro march would be the 
beginning of evermore systematic activities on their part to 
penetrate and influence Negroes and Negro leaders. They are 
bow in full force acting upon this Intention of theirs expressed 
weeks ago. The field should be alerted to this fact and given 
instructions to investigate exhaustively new communist - Negro 
activities. The SAC Letter in question will be a great help 
• toward this end, and it should result In our developing important 
. facts relating to the current changes and pertinent activities 
, going on during the past few weeks in this entire field. 


Subject of Deep Concern 


May I repeat that our failure to measure up to what the 
Director expected of us In the area of. communist - Negro relations 
Is a subject of v^ry^dqep.concern to us in the Domestic Intelligence 
Division* We are disturbed by thi s and ought to.bo. X want him 
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Memorandum lor Mr. Belmont 
RE: COMMUNIST PARTY, USA* 

NEGRO QUESTION 

COMMUNIST INFLUENCE IN RACIAL MATTERS 


to know that we will do everything that is liuuanly possible to 
develop all facts nationwide relative to the communist penetration 
and Influence over Negro leaders and tlicir organisations. 


RECOMMENDATIONS ? 

Cl) That the Director reconsider giving approval for sending 
the enclosed SAC Letter to the field. 



O^. 

V- 


(2) In order that other agencies and proainent government 
officials will be aware of the deteroined efforts of the Communist 
Party to exploit the racial situation, if the Director approves we 
will prepare a concise document setting forth clearly tl.o^o attempts 
to penetrate, influence, and control the Negro rovoRtr.t. By setting 
these facts forth, succinctly and c]curly, the reader cannot help 
but be iopressed with the seriousness of the coamunist activities. 


orV< 
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(Classified) 
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UR. TOLSON: 



10/17/ 


Cm4t . 


ii 

Jl 


;*The attached analysis of / 

Communism and the Negro Movement is’ > 
highly explosive. It can be regai’ded^as 
a personal attack on Martin LutheiNjrfing. 

There is no doubt it will have a Jteavy 
impact on the Attorney General and anyone 
else to whom we disseminate it. It is 
labeled TOP SECRET. However, even such a 
high classification seems to be no bar 
today to a leak, and should this leak out 
it will add fuel to a matter which may 
already be in the cards as a political 
issue during the forthcoming Presidential 
campaign. 

t: The sesiOAAuuuu makes good , reading and 

11 is based on information from reliable sources. 

J Wo may well be charged, however, with 
expressing opinions and conclusions, parti-. 
cularly with reference to some of the 
statements about King. 

, - 'nk- rw 

This memorandum may stable th,e % Attoshey 
it General," particularly in viewH»fi-his* past 
jl association with King, and the fact that we 
\| are disseminating this outside the Department. 
He may resent this. Nevertheless ,* the 
memorandum is a powerful warnin g against 
C otnihb ftis t> influoncc in the Negro mov em ent. 
aiTCTw^wail bo carrying out our responsibility 
by disseminating it to the peopleindicated 
in/the_'attached memorandu m, ) # 




tA II: rolnonr 








/pe 3 - /it*' 
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EXHIBIT 14 


C 1 19/6 

j FGF;JPW:vek 


Hr. Janes Sari Bay 
Post Of floe Box X3 
Brushy Moun tain Penitentiary 
Petros, Tunnassee 37845 

Daar Mr. Ray: 

In May of 1976 the Attorney General of the United 
States created a task force for the purpose of reviewing 
the FBI *8 investigation of the assassination of 
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. 

The task farce la now in the process of winding up 
its inquiry before submitting a final report to the 
Attorney General. However, we feel tliat our inquiry will 
not be corplete unless wa give you an opp o rt unity to state 
ywr participation, or lack of participation, in the 
nurder of Dr. King. 

Accardingly, we hereby request, through your attorney, 
Janes H. Lesar, Esquire, your consent to an interview by 
Berbers of the task force. If you should agree to talk 
to us, our tire schedule requires us to arrange for the 
interview to take place not later than December 31, 1976. 

Please let us know inmodiately whether you desire 
to be interviewed. 

Sincerely, 


Fred G. Poison 
Director 

Martin Luther King, Jr*, Tssk Jjtarce 


oc: Janes U. Lesar, Esquire 
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EXHIBIT 15 


^rusljg jjEmaitatn ^eniicutiarg 


^fitrcs, ^leimrascc 37545 


Mr* Janes H. Lesar 
Attorney at Lav 
1231 fourth Street, S.W. 
Wash. D.C. 


Deceaber 20 , 1976 


re: Kay Tenn. or* Indictment no. 16645 
Shelby county, Tennessee* (1965) 


Dear Jin 


In respect to your letter saying that a justice depart&ent attorney, Kr* 
Janes F. Welker, would like to interview ne concerning the above indict- 
aent, I agree with your advice opposing the interview* It would appear 
that this would only be in the interest of the J.D* and their book writing 
collaborators,e*g., Garold Frank, George McMilliaa, at al. 

If they had wanted to interview the defendant, under oath, justice had 
ample opportunity in the 1974 H.C* hearing in >*en?hic, Tenneseee, through 
their surrogate, t. Henry Haile; and I understand no representative froc 
justice appeared as a witness at the hearing* 

At the present I believe the only body I should testify before is a jury* 

I understand you to soy justice has not read any of the trs. of prior 
hearings L suits. Therefore I'll include in the cc copy of tblc letter 
to justice n copy of a Complaint that speaks to the MLK jr* matter with 
attached. Ex—A, clthoe I doubt if justice or their publishing associates 
will bo Interested in the Cocploint contents* 


Sincerely: Janes e. Rcy #65477 



P.0. Box—73 
Petros, Tenn* 37345* 



IK THE ON'ITSD STATSi 'I.7T®ICT CCtJ=7 
for .ths pestekb district or :sr::is3JES 
i2ST;a:f,2ivi^iOK 


JAM S3 E. RAY, 

* Plaintiff 


TIMS WC. 

OSOHGS KcKILLIAM 

V. HENRY BAILS 

ULLIAM BRATP0P.D BUIS 

QEROLD FRAME 

UOB. ROBERT K. HcRAE 

BK21DA BELLICCIOT7I 

Defendants 


Clrll Action Ho 


. c-?6-a7f . 


; »• 


*■ 

OOHPLAIBT 


s 


/ * 


I. ALLEGATION OF JURISDICTION: ' 

(a) Jurisdiction of ths partita In the hafaln subject natter is fesed upon 
diversity of dtinenshlp end the enount in recovery* 

Plaintiff, acting pro so, is s citizen of the State of Tennessee under •’oper¬ 
ation of Law" in the subject aatter; defendant TIMS Inc. (here-ln-after, TIME) 
is a citizen of the State of Itew York; defendant George KcMillian (fcere-in- 
after,. MeJUlllen). is a citizen of the State of Massachusetts} defendant J. 
Infjr Haile, (here-ln-after. Bails) is a citizen of the State of Tennessee} 
defendant William Eratford Buie (here-ln-after, Buie) is a citizen of ths 
State of Alabasa; defendant Ceroid Frank (hers-ia-sfter, Frank) is a citizen 
of ths State of Ben York} defendant Bon. Robert M. McRae (here-in-after. Judge 
McRae) Is a citizen of ths Stats of Tennessee} defendant Brenda Psllleciotti 
(here-in-after, Pellleeiottl) is a citizen of the State of Tennessee. The 
natter in controversy exceeds, exclusive of interest and costs, the sun of 
ten thousand dollars. . 1 

(b) Jurisdiction founded in tbs ;ezlsteDCe of a federdl «ieetion and the aaount 


la controversy: 
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The action aria** under the fifth, sixth, and fourteenth, aaendaenta to 

the Untied Statu constitution; B.S.C. title 23 | 1331 (a), na here-ln- 

• • 

after aofe fully appears* the natter la controversy exceeds, exclusive of 
Interest? and costs, the sun of tea thousand dollars* __ * 

(c) Jurisdiction founded on the a ad stance of a question arising under parti- 
solar statutei •» 

i • 

' ? 

She action arises under let 42 U.S.C.A. 3 1983; B.S.C. title 28 8 1343 (4)* 

a a 

As here-in-after sore fully appears* 

% 

THIS 18 ill ACTION 111 LIBEL A CIVIL RIGHTS VIOLATIONS. 

GDIE3UL BACKGHOTODi 

On April 4th 1968, Sit« Martin Luther ting ]r«, was shot * d kill ti.il>, 
fie*phis Tennessee; in Kay 1963 the plaintiff waa indictad by tha Shelby 
county grand Jury (cr* in dicta ant no* 16647) for said shooting; on March 
10th 1969-plaintiff, alltgtdly through coercion by hia attorney, Percy 
For an an A the prosecution, entered a guilty plea to aald cr# indictment; on 
February 2nd 1974 the U*5, 69th circuit court of appeal* ordered an trident* 
lary hearing into the clrcusetancee of said plea, Pay ▼* Pose 491 F2d 287 
tC.A.6, 1974; on February 2?th 1973 after hearing said evidentiary proceedings 
the U.5. District court for the N.D. of Teanessee, Boa. Robert K. McRae, pro- 
si dine ruled against plaintiff, Ray ▼. Hose. 0-74-166; on Kay 10th 1976 the 
V.S. 6th circuit court of appeals upheld Judge KcRae's ruling in aald evi¬ 
dentiary hearing. Ray V. Rosa, C-75-1795* ... 

Plaintiff, JAMES B. RAT, sues 

Defendants, TIKE INC.; GZDRUS XcMILLlAN} V. BQTRX HAILE; WILLIAM BRATFORD 
BRIE; GSRDLD FRANK; ROBERT K. McRAf; BRStDA FaLICCIOTTI, and allagea: 

2. that while awaiting trial in the aforesentloned cr. lndletaent the plain¬ 
tiff copied doro froa recollection inforaatlon he had gained in his 1967 
association*, association* which lead to plaintiff being charged under 
said lndletaent, 

* • * 

3* That a brief sunaary of said recollections and their subsequent disposi¬ 
tion by plaintiff are as follow** 
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(*) during oat ;«r.cd of plaintiff's confioamint la it tro:« iota 

Oa a mossy rtcalpt issued forth from tit Sheriff's offict of tit Shelby 

county, Ttaottttt, Jail Information which plaintiff believed had a dlrtct 

* 

hearing on aald cr* indictment. Sat, £x—A* 

* . 

(b) the Information cotulitid of taltphona numbers <* oat aaat lr address; all 
numbers wart wrlttta down backwards, Including tha address*, 


(c) tha two talaphoaa numbers wart listed next to tha word "Sister*, tha 
first being listed la, 5«t Orleans, Louisiana; tha sacoad being la. Baton 
Rouge, Louisiana* 

(d) tha addrtss Is llsttd under tha nans. Vara C* Staples* 


(a) tha talaphoaa number listed under tha Baton Rouge address was furnished 
to plaintiff's attorney, Percy Foreman, who was reprtstating plaintiff In 
said cr* indictment* 


(f) the address was not lurestigated until plaintiff was Incarcerated upon 
planing to said Indictment; a compendium of the poet trial Investigation 
would indicate: tha infornation cited above was given to a St* Louis, Miss¬ 
ouri, labor leader, and Informed It pertained to the HLK Jr* case, who app¬ 
arently In turn furnished said Information to a Nashville, Tennessee, ex- 
dttorney to Investigate; said Attorney had sources In the State of Louisiana 


ItuctlriU tha matter and thereafter said Attorney reported the Baton Rouge 
listed number resident was under the Influence of the Ttasstera union; and 
* the flaw Orleans listed number resident was among other things an agent of 
m mldaast organisation disturbed because of Dr* King's reported forthcoming, 
before his death, public support of the Palestine Arab cause, fReference* to 
the address If any was unclear*) 

- <k 

(l) the plaintiff had cone by said sane L address shortly before crossing 

* 

the border la Hoveaber 1967 fron Tijuana, Mexico, Into the ffaitad State*; 
the *a*e wee Randolph Ervin Rosen, 1.180 R.R» River Drive, Klsnl, florid*; 
ether reference we* nnde to a LEU; a check through the Klaai directory In 
T970 lgUcted no Rosen listed with the shove flret 1 second asne; In 1973- 


^ Tt 1 4 mm 4 * **M*bs* • am 4 «isJ *a 4 a bWn 4ee*n A # * Art AS* *VA 

r% ■ , M il n u4* t S*|«V4*S4. wm.m ^uee* mm •* ***• — mm «* « »*■» 

in official In the Progressive Labofc Party, the reporter later responded 


nil Rosen, or Rosens, activities were sslaly In th* Re* Tork, Rev fork, 

* - 

arse; shortly'thereafter said reporter vas substantiatsd by Material plain¬ 
tiff rscslved indirectly fron the Son. Richard Ichord a congreanan fros 
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Missouri; Uumttir as Attarmey la Oklahoaa City, Oklahoma, was furnished 
ths So a to ua< sad naked if ha could find say information rs tha subject 

« 

la. Maw Orleans, sad laforsed ths subject alfht hsws s er. rscord; tha Att- 
oroey'reported back that ths subject's last aaaa most llksly was, Roaebson, 
sad that ha had a cr. conviction la lfsv Orleans, Louisiana, fadaral court fbr 
a Bar cotics violation; tharaaftar a Taaaassaa llcaasad Attorosy procured 
ths tr. of said conviction; subaaquaatly another check was sade through the, 

• Klasl, telephone directory which did list a "Randy Roseadoa" but with aa 
address dl«erfp«ney e 

* 

k* That plaintiff Intended tha above Information for exclusive uae, nftar 
m through investigation, in a Jury trial under said cr. iadictneat—rather 
than for comserdslzl&f la tha communications induetry—and In cenaaquanca 
withheld part* tharaof iron plaintiff r a cr* Attorneys, who wart annaahad 
with defendant (novelist) fllUu Bratford Hula In cosnerdsl publishing 
wanturaa: 1st) Attorney Arthur Hants ar. t who Immediately upon entering tha 
suit contract*! with defendamt, Hula and 2nd)^ Attornay Farcy Foreman, who whlla 
not entering Into lltarary contract* with *r. Hula until January 1969 r two 
months after Foreman's entering tha suit* Hr* Fbrenam did not quaatlon plain* 
tiff about said Information or sthar aspects of tha cr* indictment— because 
of hla (Foreman's) admitted trial preparation methods—until February 1969 *-' 

* 3* That in February 1969* after Farcy FOraaan had entered Into lltarary 

' contracts with defendant. Hula, plaintiff furnished Attorney Foreman with 

tha above mentioned. Baton Bon**, phone number and ashed him to investigate 

in connection with tha KUC Jr* homicide. Shortly tharaaftar ^r. Foreman 

replied in affect that if there ware to be any telephone nua her a refer*! 

* 

to la court he (Foreman) would furnish, then through contacts In Interstate 

rambling—Mr* Foreman mentioned a. Hr. Meyer Lansky, as hla source* 

. 

w» nst subsequently, nftar tha prosecution u« Percy foreman and saaeuvered 

plslatiff lato entering « pies to ssld ladletseat, ths plalatlff oa March 

11th 1-969 mss cheeked Into the Tennessee State penitentiary—Vashvllle 

Branch—and therein all plaintiff's personal property Including ths paper 

« 

herein attached as tX-A, end Includlnc Incoming legal * personal lettsrs 

a * 

lulled to said prison, were confiscated froa plaintiff. Two or three days 
__ later after discussing briefly with State corrections coaaiasloaer, Harry 
Avery, the letters Including EC-A were returned to plaintiff by said. 
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Coaolsaioasr, Harry Avery, (except for a tUa line circling lose writing* 

the property sensed lo order* 

. * 

7£ nat prior to Plaintiff's transfer to too aforesontioned penitentiary, 

* • 

Coni*doner Avery, the late Oovernor of Tennessee, Hon. Buford Ellington, 

* 

and Governor Ellington's adainistrative assistant, Nr*^ VUUia L, Barry, 

Bad decided and connitted t o writ ing (see, Averj tcatloony in. Pay Ti. Rues* 

•11, U.S. Sis* Ct* M,D. Tn. Civ. Action no. 5590* t$70)Flaiatifr f a treat* 

neat upon entering c*ld penitentiary fc ie, arbitrary lodging of Plaintiff In 

no 11 taxy confinement innediately upon bio entering prison* 

% 

6. Slat thereafter on (Kerch 13 r 19©) when plaintiff conaenced petitioning 

the trial court for a new trial tinder said ladletaent, Cooaieeloaer Avery 

attempted to persuade Plaintiff against seeking s trial under eald indlctoent 

and after failing that Informed Plaintiff that he would hever be releaeted 

» 

from solitary confinement while he (Avery) was corrections coaniesloner. 

9* That In the succeeding yeare until the present Plaintiff has been arbi- 
trarlly locked in solitary confinenent/aegrtgatlon for approximately five 
years, during which tine their has been several suicides by prisoners bees 
sums of the harshaeat of the confinement including two (2) who burned then* 
selves to—deaths See, 

* i" 

IQ# That after the aforementioned plea by Plaintiff the trial Judge, Hon. 
Preston Battle, departed from Heaphla, Tenneeaee, for a vacation end while 
On said vacation the then Governor of Tennessee, Hon* Buford Olington, 
upon learning of Plaintiff's effort to receive a Jury trial under said in* 
dlctoent, dispatched State officials to located Judge Battle to offer hla 
. the next Appellate Judgshlp vacancy If the Judge would deny Plaintiff a 
trial under the petition refered to In paragraph-8 above. . . 

it*. That on or about March 12th 19© in.the prison segregation building 

Plaintiff was confronted through a rude hy special agent, Robert Jensen 

* 

Of til* Hsaphis, Teas*****, f*d*ral bureau of l&vsstagatioa office. The 
thrust of **r. Jeases'* conversation was seeking eooperstloa of Plaintiff 

e 

in furthereing the FBI inveetigation of said cy* Indictment* When Plaintiff 
refused the cooperation offer'Hr. Jensen upon departing said Plaintiff could 
expect Plaintiff Brothers (John l» Jerry Ray) to Join bin la prison, or word* 
to that offset, thereafter! *183- 




(a) plaintlffe brother, Jerry gay, vae latlnldated to the uttat 
that ha had to reelgn hla Job la tba Chicago, Illinois, area; sub- 
aequeatly after forcing hla froa hla job tba FBI attaaptad to fraaa 

P 

hla tor nuaerous crises. * 

(b) plaintiff*• other brother, John Ray, vaa arrested by police 
while driving hi* car in the St, Ionia, ma^urf., araa and subsequent- 
1 j charged by tba FBI for aiding and abetting a bank robbery. Triad 
and convietad with a defendant whoa tba government alleged actually 
robbed aaid bonk, John vaa given 18 yaara and the alleged robber 10 
years; upon appeal the alleged robber** conviction vaa reversed by the 
6th U.S, circuit court of appeals because the frulte of an illegaly 
search l eel cure vas need against hla; however, the 8th circuit ruled 
the? the frulte of. the illegal sezxch vae not ground for reversing 
John Bay*a cast bscatue the alleged evidence (stolen coney) vae not 
taken froa hla; upon re-trial the alleged robber vaa aequited; sub¬ 
sequently another defendant in the robbery vas charged and entered a 
plea for three (2) yeara which vaa later reduced to eighteen souths 
by the government, 

i 

11. That in June 1959 Plaintiff filed a civil action in the United States 
District court for the M,&. of Tenaeasae seeking to void contracts between 
plaintiff, the aforc&entloned Percy Foreman, and defendant. Hula. In att¬ 
empting to hate sold civil action (Conplaint) dismissed, thus necessitat¬ 
ing the refiling by Plaintiff in the 9.D. of Tennessee, the defendants 
Attorney the late, John J. Hooker ear*, of the Davidson county Tennessee 
bar. Illegally procured Plaintiff's entire prison record, including dodcle 


information, froa the aforementioned corrections coonissloner, Harry Avery, 


_ A 4L«. _V1 4a V... A J4 — A A A _ 

«au vaa uub gui« w u«iv hliu w^ixai n; hi ihii aata jm 


vaa rui/* oi i«zut*««« 


and reflled in the V*D« (civil action no. C-69-199) before Judge McRae, 

because of said do aide inforaatlon. 

\ 

% 

13. That thereafter in civil action no. C-69-199 one of Judge McRae** 


initial nilingrvaa that said action would be decided bj_deposition rather 

then live teetlnony— subsequently the Judge dlsalased the suit on notion - 
Of the defendants. * 

+S 9 '.**.<*# 


U. that following the United State* Sixth circuit court of appeals ruling 
Oft February 3rd 1974 ordering an erldentiary hearing Into tb« drcunatancco 
Of Plaintiff** aforanantlonad guilty pica under acid Indlctaent defendant, 
fudge McRge, again ascuned Jurisdiction to conduct aaid hearing (civil 
action no.C-74-166) and again ruled that the tw principal vltsassea, the 
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sforeaentlonod Farcy Foreaan h defendant Rule, would not haw* to undergo 
11m testlaony, onl y de positi on s. The Judge accomplished this legal nan.u- 
W by pi 1 l n^ Plaintiff'# sabpoana powers qere Halted to « 10Q all* 
radius of Kenphie, T*an*ss*«. 

that Judge McRae further prejudicial 1 arbitrary action* If Inactions 
listed below effectively diminished the Plaintiff's right under the United 
States Supreme court asndst# for a full and equitable evidentiary bearing! 

i 

(a) the court ruled in effect P et the solicitation of the 
State'a Attorney, defendant Haile—who had coaplalaed to the court that 
the press was urging the State to ask certain questions of Plaintiff—that 
General Hells could Inquire of Plaintiff '3 alleged information he (plaint* 
Iff) provide said Percy foremen concerning others persona allegedly culpa¬ 
ble under said cr, indictment. Thereafter, elthoe Plaintiff did refer to 
Information described above as being given to Mr. Foreaan by Plaintiff, and 

within the confines of the above court ruling, neither defendant, Halle, 

# 

or. Judge McRae questioned Plaintiff In the setter. 

(b) Judge MeBae In eoaeert with defendant, Pelllcclotti, has con¬ 
sistently—despite petitions from Plaintiff's counsel, Janes 9. laser 
declined to forward to tho 9.3. 6th circuit court of appeals relevant If 
necessary portions of the transcript in said evidentiary hearing: specif¬ 
ically, the definitive portion* of said transcript evidencing, Percy Forenan 

- after'lnvatatlon, refused to offer live testiuony In said evidentiary hear¬ 
ing} and thus through their deleterious Inactions In the tr. natter contri¬ 
buted substantially to the 6th circuit decision against Plaintiff therein. 

* * 

K 

f (c) Judge McRae has Ignored a petition to take perpetuating tssti- 

ionjp filed after maid evidentiary bearing, froa defendant. Suit*, Mr* Kule 

• * 
being n principal character therein. 

# • 

15. that prior to said evidentiary hearing. Judge KcRae, mislead or att¬ 
empted to mislead Plaintiff's Tennessee cr. counsel as evidenced by a 
series of lettarm Plaintiff received froa said Counsel (Mr. Robert I. 
Livingston) Implying that during several encounters with Judge HcBa* he 
(Livingston) was lead to bolievs the court was syapathetls to Plaintiff's 
aasa and thus a vlgorua presentation by Plaintiff's counsel would not bo 
necessary or desirable. *185- 
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16. That their have bun publicised allegations that, Judge He2**, la 

•ora concerned with the political effects of hi a decisions than tha 

• . > 

la*. See, IX—C. * 

17. that tha dark of tha eoart defendant, Pelllcclottl, vharala aald 

* « ***, 

evidentiary hearing aaa conducted aetad la concert‘with, Judea HeBae, 
la declining to prapara and forward tr. material, describe** la paragraph 
14-b above, to tha 0.8. sixth circuit thus contributing substantially 
’ to tha sixth circuit denying Plaintiff rallaf under said evidentiary 
hearlnf. % 

18• That defendant, Kalla, who was tha State’s chief counsel in tha afore- 
Mentioned evidentiary hearing, hut la now In private practice, has libel¬ 
ed Plaintiff by aiding l> abetting defendant, KcHUllan, la McKllllaa's 
preparing 1 authoring tha aforesection*d ortilea for defendant, TIKI. 

, v <■« , 

t 

19. Shat defendant, HcMllUan, l&foraad Plaintiff’s brother, Jerry Kay, 

I ' ■ 

of hi a (ReMllllan* s) relationship, with defendant, Balia. :., - •--> 

20. That I n 1975 defendant, Balia, appeared with defendant, McMilUaa, 

at tha Tennessee State penitentiary—Haahvllle Branch—wherein KcHllllan 
requested warden, Janes B. Bose, a personal friend of Balia, to contact 
Plaintiff and ask If ha would consent to an Interview by, KcHllllan. 

Warden Bose did forward said interview request to Plaintiff which Plaintiff 
declined and, thereafter, Balia 8 MeMilUan viewed the solitary confinement 
building wherein Plaintiff was housed. 

. 2T. That defendant, Belle, while asst. att. gen. for the State of T«na- 
) eases several times publicly criticised court decisions unfavorable to him 
In a Banner suggesting he was attempting to intimidate Judges, acta for 
which ha subsequently was dismissed fron tha A.G.'s of flea by tha Att¬ 
orney General for the State of Tennessee. 

* 

22. That in the January 26, 1976, issue of TIME nagasine (EX—0) under 
tha title of "The King Assassination Hevlnlted", defendant, McKilUan, 
authored a aalleioue article subtitled "I*a gonna kill that nigger Xing" 
and alleged said subtitle to be a stataaent made by Plaintiff. 

Said article la littered slth deliberate fabrications, sad while of a 
* hollywoodleh character they are delivered with malice intent, beglnlng -186- 


-~a »« • « • 




...In 1963 and 1964 Martin Luther XI; 


TV alsoat everyday, talking 


defiantly about ho* Black people war# going to gat tbair rights...Ray 
*atchad it all avidly on tha call-block TV. at Jeff City. H.a rsactad aa 
if King's raaarka vara diractad at bin personally. Ba boilad *haa Xing 
cans on tha tuba. Ba bagan to call hla Martin 'Lucifer* King and Martin 
Luther 'coo**. It got an that tha vary sight of King would galvanize 
Say ". p. IS said article. 

«k. 

I 

Zha facta ara that thslr wars no TV aata in tha c til blocks or, calls, 
during Plaintiff's entire sojourn in tha Missouri Stats penitentiary at, 
Jefferson City; and, that defendant McMiUiaa is cognisant of this fact 
through conversations with Missouri corsactloss officials Aon ha has 
contacted for lnforaatlon nuseroua tines* Sea, EX— g. 

23* That several other deliberate fabrications vlth sail clous intent in 
■aid article are! \ 

(a) "Ray and (his fallow convict Rayaond) Curtis would sat around, 
often high on speed..a" Speed being a fora of narcotic, p. 18* 

% 

(t) "On April 24, 1967, Just ona day after Ray escaped froa tha 
prison at Jefferson City, ha set his -Brothers Jack and Jerry in Chicago's 
Atlantic Hotel..." Allegedly, say's HcHIlHan, discussing tha aurder of 
Martin Luther Xing, p* 18* 

(c) that McKllllaa alleged Plaintiff's Brothers, John A Jerry Ray, 
had, froa conversations with Plaintiff, knowledge before the fact of the 
HLK Jr. aurder. PP. 18 A 23* 

24* That tha Stats of Missouri's departaeat of corractiona conaiaaionar, 

Mr. George M. Caap, alleges in affaet that dafandant HcMllllan la a fraud 

fin connection with MeMilllaa'a aforeaentloaed allegations concerning Plain- 

- 

tiffs conduct while In said Missouri panltwntlary. See, EX—E. 

* 

23. That tha Missouri prisoner defendant McMlllian principally relies on 
to substantiate hla allegations, sllegetloas that Plaintiff not only 
ploted tha aurder of XLK ^r. hat was also .a narcotic addict, narcotic 
peddler, set. set., is reveled to be one, Sayaesd Curtis. 

Said, Raynond Curtis, a ttempted onced to converse with Plaintiff while in 
said penfitentlary, thereafter ha (Curtis) 'voluntarily "checked into" 
segregation, after being exposed as a preffesslcsel iaforser, and thus 

- 187 - 
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II 






waa tiiimftir United la hie prison aaeoelation to his own typo. 

26. that shortly after Plaintiff's are at la 1966 to ansor for said er. 
lndletaeat defendant HcHllllan stated at a news conference that dace ho 

(HcMlUlaa) knew Plaintiff was guilty of the lndletaeat chare* ho (McHlll- 

1 ♦ 

Ian) would not haw* to Investigate the ess*. Thus It follows s fortiori 

that KcMaliiaa has relied on th* work product of othor no Toilet to n»> 

•taatlate alceable portions of hla allocations In said TIME artnclo. 

* 

27* That defendant McHlllian haa potted Plaintiff numerous latter*, first 

* 

threatening, than cajoling,, in sacking interview* tor use in said artlcla 
and his alleged forthcoming hook ra Plain tiff* 

That dafasdast TDtE sagasise has s vested (financial) Interact la 
publishing said artilca by McHUlian—thus in promoting McXilllan* a forth¬ 
coming book ra Plaintiff— In that HcMillian* s publisher, Little Brown, 

is a subaidary of TIKE inc* 

* * 

4 * * 

29* That defendat TIME deceiTod their own ncent (Richard C. Woodbury) In 

their Chicago, Illinois, office into thinking TIKI would run an objcctlT* 

story r* th* nottor. So*, EX— F. 

4 

30* That dsfasdant TIME was consciously endeavoring to Influance tha 
United State* Sixth Circuit court of appeal* in, Pay t. So*#, no* 73- 
1343» shlch just a fav days subsequent to said artlcla haard agguntnts 
in tAa tV)ws Pa ? t. bqc§ suit to datarsina uhathar to ordar Pluistiff a 
new trial undar said cr* indictment. 

Jl* Shat TIME Inc. has s history of conspiring to suheart tha judicial 
and political processes by publishing, timely, malicious articles prior 
to judicial decisions or election of public officials*. 

. * 

Shot boeouo* defendant, TIME, ha* sad* a fresh Investigation )p. J? 
said artlcla) into th* "case"—th*lr Initial inT**tlgatlon ewidently 
being pardoned hy Tin* Inc. LIFE magazine in \ 953—TIKE Is co^alsant 
that a subatantlal portion of said article 1 * false l aalielous* 

« 

. 35. &at substantial portion* of said artllc* by McM.llT.lan w*r* supplied 
to Mr. McKUllan by defendants, Frank ft Hui#—Defendant, Bula, published 
s nowel re Plaintiff Is 1970 titled >9* Slew the Dreamer"; defendant, -1884 



3ft. That tho fils* allegations in said article* "that Plaintiff eouitted 

a holdup in London, England, and that George C. Wallace would pardoa 

plaintiff, pp. 17 & 23 ’respectively, tin supplied to defendant XcMlUlaa 
« 

by defendant Eu±e as evidenced by etaieneat* nade directly to Flsintilx 

by the abort aeatlcaed Percy Pbrwaa (quo at lag Hula to Plaintiff) albag 

* 

vith oral ft wrlttan declaration* by Defendat, Hula. Saa, .!:?■ 

35. Btat dafandant Hula in hlo ongoing aadia caapelga against Plaintiff 
llhalad Plaintiff In a CBS-TV latarriaw hoatad by. Can R ather, on or 
about January 2, 1976, by ralaaly alleging in affect that Plaintiff had 
■urdered HUC Jr« ud, robbed * loan eoapany in London* England# 

36* Skat the falsa allegation* In reference to Adolph Hitler (p. 23 *ald 

article) waa supplied to defendant .McMilllaa by Defendant, Fr&nh, as *t-* 

idaucad by statements made directly to plaintiff by Plaintiff*• former 

% 

'Attorney (who was interviewed extensively by defendant* frank) Robert Hill 
of thq Chattanooga Tennessee bar* 

32* That dafandant Bula has a history* for coaserclal reasons* of 

contentiousness vith said* Got* Uallacs* 

■ » * 

39. Shat defendant Trank has a history of defending Zioniea even whan 
It Indudaa surdar, eg, ••• Thank's novel, publisher In 1963» titled 
"SHE DEED", and If allegations in count 2-f above are substantiated In 
court proceeding Mr. Thank'a Intrusion Into said cr. indletaant so a 
Governaeat advocate la readily explicable. 

39* That an article la tha BILALIAH HEPS published March 12, 19761 page 15 
/- ponultinata paragraph, reported HEX Jr. vas shifting hlo political alii- 

a . 

ances«**Dr« King was shifting his political alllnacee and civil rights 

. a 

* approach. To support this Vi tv observer* point to Dr. King'* views os 
the Viet Mas war and hla graving support of th* labor soveseat. Dr. King 
was also coning under the laflaeneo of tho Teaching of tho Honorable 

_e*S 1-k ea—1. ___ M « • 

nSJSVW bujoa ri WBM tt*oi" 

* 

40* that Plaintiff filed a Ubal suit in tha United States Dls. Ct. for 
tbs W.D# of Tennessee titled, Ray t* frank* Civil Action no* C-73-126* 
against herein defendant* frank* In 1p73* and had process served upon 
bis through his publisher* Doubleday eospany* Mr* frank was subsequently 






reltlved fey th* Court as a defendant la aald suit by falsely alleging 
X !•«, BE— 6. p. 1) a ( process deficiency! Mr Frank's la effect falsely 

. alleged that bo 1 Doubleday Company's affiliation was formal & transitory. 

* A 

M . that tha raeord will eonfira that not ops of the Plaintiff's aeeuaara 
In tba conaunlcatlon Industry have ever offarad lira tsatlaony In a court 
of la* but on tba contrary* thay baa a utlUsad nuaaroua rusaa to avoid 

ft 

process and tba subpoena vhlla tba raeord *111 evidence Plaintiff bas not 

v 

only (Ivan live tastinony (la tba aforasaationad evidentiary hearing) but 
prior to tba plan la said cr. Indict*ant was la contantlon «ltb bis er. 
counstl la thalr lnalatanca—in collusion with defendant, Hula—that plaint* 

Iff not ba a dafaaaa witness tbarala. 

B * * 

• 9 • 

Moreover, nothing of subatanca Indlcataa that tha legal syetea- 
lnfluanelal publishing cospanlaa coablna art not acting In concert to assu¬ 
re that thalr ahall umr ba n (jury) trial for Plaintiff, crlnlnal or 

! • 

Civil, that's ralatad to said Indictment... apparently bacauaa it vould sot 

■ v • • 

ba a "show trlal",l.e., tha Govarsnant could not sustain It's haratofora 

. aadla easa. ■ 

va l .V 

And It would appear that a or. dafandant without tha aeonoale 
or political lnfluesct to effectively contest tha above situation is sot 
only subject to tha denial of due process but can also expect hi a family 
centers to ba jailed and frased for crlelnzl offences whlla tha sane pub- 
llahlng industries, eg, dafandant, TIKE, eonplaln aelf-rlghteoualy about 
sons distant country's eoractloas or legal ayatan. 

$ 

j. Further, .It seas'a that, by chaned, tha aaaa madia- political 

9 

* conblna that eoalascad In the Vat ar cat a investigation-prosecution and 

ft 

■ * 

demanded full dlscloaura* are out* of the sane seek as those who prosecuted 

- „ 1 
plaintiff under aald or. Indictment and who are no* opposed to dlpclsaursa. t 

- I 

XX SCKMlRTj tha above mentioned Percy Foreman bas haratofora, 
sines be & tha Government maneuvered Plaintiff into aald Indictment plea, 
bean giving a running comnentary In tba media on bo* he (Foremen) nccon- 

* t * 

pUSbed tba feat. Ho* ba )uc published analogously tha epilogue to tha 
fast In tba SUE magazine therein be pronounces* 

• -190- 

r ! 

4 i 

‘ k' 


t 




"...vith tha publicity, appellate courts are reluctant to 
reverse because it would bring down a heap of criticism from 
tbs public who are sot faailiar with the rule asd regulation 
of law*..to find a Judge or a group of Judges with ehought 
courage would on experience, be unexpected'*. See, EX—I. 


42. That the defeadanta, TIKE lac., George McMilllaa, J. Henry Halle, 

*11 Has Bratford Hula, and Ceroid Frank are guilty of the violation 

* 

an follows* . 

* * 

(a) of libeling plaintiff In said TIME article with nalieios intent. 

45. That the defeadanta, TIME Inc., George McKilllan, 1. 'Henry Halle, 
are guilty of the violation as followst ' 

y 

(s) of acting la collusion, by tha nature of said article and It's 
publishing data, to lnfluenct tha V.S. 6th circuit court of appeals In, 

Say V. Boas, Ho. 75-1543, adverssly to herein Plaintiff, thue obstructing 
justice and violating plaintiff's civil rights. 

^ ' t 

44--That defendant, Mcmilan,is in addition guilty of tha violation 

as follovat * — 

a " • * 

(a) of recavlng A publishing aallcioua narerlal from dafendanta, 
Bui# A Frank, with a reckless disregard for tha truth or falsity of said 
Material thus compounding MeMllllan'a libel. 


43* That defendant, Hule, la In addition guilty of the violation aa follovat 

’■ (*) of llballag with malicious lntenp by falsely charging oa m 
CBS-TV special dated January 1976, and boated by San Bather, that Plaint¬ 
iff had in affect aurdered, Btv. Martin Luther Xing Jr., and, robbed a 
loan conpeny In, London, Qigland. 

46* That defendant, Halle, la guilty of tha additional violation**as follows: 

m 

(m) of violating Plaintiff's civil rights' with eallcious Intent 
by aiding & abetting defendant, KeNllllaa, in bis (MCailllan's) publishing 
said article, through furnishing KcHiUian Information fros the flies of 
tha Temneaaea Attorney General's office while he (Belle) wea seat. Att. Gen. 

. ' e 

(b) of having direct knowledge resulting fros hla tenure In the 
Tennessee A.O. office and hla association with tha aforaaentloned, Percy 
Foreman It *1111an L. Barry, of tha truthfulness of allegation cade In count-5 
herein above, thus violating Plaintiff's civil rights. 



47* That defendente, Judea McRae 1< Breads ?ellleciotti, era guilty of 

the civil rights violation aa follows: 

* % 

(a) of deliberately withholding relevant portions of Plaintiff's 
traaaerlpt froa an appellate court* rafarad to la count-^ b above* and 
thus contributed substantially to that eourt—U.S. 6th circuit court of 
appeal*—sustaining Judge McRae's earlier ruling therein against Plaintiff• 

48 . That defendant* Judge McRae* Is In addition guilty of the civil right'i 
violation as follows: 

(a) of refusing to act on a notion to take perpetuating testi¬ 
mony froa defendant* Buie* in the aforeaentloned evidentiary hearing* re- 
fered to in count-14 c above* 

49. Slat the Plaintiff Is entitled to exeaplary daaeges because defendants, 
excluding Judge McRae & Pelllcclottl* should be teught that the culpabil¬ 
ity of defendants in cr. lndletaents were intended under the United States 
constitution to be decided in courts of law rather than through fraudulent 
misrepresentations in the coaserdel communications Industry; and the othe: 
two defendants that legal requirements precede political considerations 

or biasness against s particular litigant* 


50 . Siat as s result of the defendants actions cited herein the Plaintiff 
has not only bean llgeled in s nallgant fashion but thoss who have the 
responsibility of upholding litigants constitutional rights have by their 
collusive acts Indirectly contributed to and encouraged the libel* 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands Judgment froa defendants* ex- 

s 

'eluding Judge McRae* punitive danagea of Five hundred thousand dollars 


Janes E. Ray 

fif m a ■*. - A 

we* e<hw W-A 


Vashville* Tennessee. 
Plaintif f f /\ 
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EXHIBIT 16 


State of Tennessee 

BUT OOCNTT 


}- 


IX A. BLACKWELL. Cferk of tho Criminal Court* of oid County, do kotby oartify that th* faro* 
gnftig i§I _ *»(■* oootaio » fall, tvi and perfect copy of th* 

PETITION TOR WAIVER OF TRIAL AND REQUEST H» ACgPTANCE OF PLEA OF OJILTY AND 
ORDER Mill PRIZING WAIVER OF TRIAL AND ACCEPTING PLEA OF CUILTY AMD 

VOIR DIRE OF DEFENDftXr ON WAIVER AND ORPER - OF JAAES EARL RAY - SOCKET MMVER B- 1664 S 


oo the i 


> ippnn of roeotd sow < 


l fD* in my office. 

Whereof I ktvt hereunto tot ay kin d and offixod th* *•*! 

of ooid Court, at offim, h tho City of Mraphlo. 


this_•» day of_2^_ 

J*1 J.A.BUQWEU 

ru 


_D. C 


State of Tennessee I w 7116 criminal court or shelby county, tenn. 

but eotiMTr j Mamifit.. Torn_A1RL 16.1976 no 

T WILLIAM H. WILLWS aolo oad presiding Jtdgt of th* Criminal Court of Hid 

Co un t y Dhdtiwn 3 . aortify that J. A BLACKWELL, who t»n th* fongoing certificate, io now, and 

*■» at th* tbi of oigniag th* sama, dark of aaid Court, and that aaid Court ia a Court of Racord, and that 
hda attestation ia ia do* form, and hi* official acta, aa tuck, ara antitiad to full faith and audit. 



State of Tennessee X 
■an ooQNTT / 

I, J. A. BLACKWELL, dark of th* Criminal Court* of mid County, certify that BON. 
WIU.TAM H. WIJ.LTAMS , whoaa genuine official aignatur* appears to th* above 


mod barvto annmaad Cartiflemt*, I* mad vru at tit* tixma of attaint tb **mt, aoU aad prmiLdmf Judg* of th* 

■ * J « # 

Criminal Coart DfoUloft 3— . In and for A* County mod Stmt* aforaamid, duly eommiaaioaad and quail* 
ftod, and that aO hla official acta, aa aach* ara antilod to full faith and oudlL 


* t; 



la TaaUmooy Wharaof I hmva harms to mat waj 


mi amid Court, at o ffi ct, 
thlm 1$ day of_ 


hand and tha amml 

hi tha City of Memphis . 

JUG,19 7ft— 





•Clark. 
J>* C 


a* ‘X 


























TE&ZSSZS 


a as c«ik»al court «• sns-sr ccur.Tr, 

DIYISIOS TTT 


STATS OF TEXSESSZE 

n. . ». 16A<5__ 

JAMES EARL RAY _ 

KfESKSf . 

iRITZOSr FOR WAIVER OF Titl/X AKD REQUEST FOX 

ACCEFTAflCB OF FLEA OF GULLIT 

_ •% 

• * “ 

» That wy trua full name lx .TASTES EARL RAY _ an* I aaaert that 

all proceedings cgalnst u should ha had In the bsb* which I hereby declare to ha ry 
trua none. 

4 * 

Hr *ttorn«y in turn ciusq ii PERCY FOREMAN , who Vf« if 

lected tnd rettlncd by m,/vHo vat appointed by the Court mfcjopc request, to represent 
m in this cause. and Hugh Stanton, Sr., Public Defender, 

1 ^ • , I here received e copy of the indictcent before being celled upon to plead, 

end 1 have read and dlacuised it vith ay attorney, and believe and feel that 1 under¬ 
stand the accusation &ade against m in this case and in each case listed herein. I 
hereby valve the formal reading of the Indietaent* 

i • I have told ay attorney the facta end aurrounding circumstances as known 

* to me concerning the setters mentioned In the indietoenta, end believe end feel that 

■y attorney is X\iHy informed as to all such setters* Vy attorney has Inforncd me 

j at to the nature and cause of each accusation against me, end as to any and all 

j . possible defenses I might have in this cause. 

, . Hf attorney hta advised me as to the punishment provided by lav for the 

! ' offenses charged and embraced in the indictment against me. My attorney has further 
*- advised that punishment which the lav provides for the crime with which X aa charged 
la the indictment la aa follows % 

i- death hv elcctrocutton, cr confinement In the State Penitentiary for _ 

f -lAf* or for tome period of ti me over twenty (20) years _ 

and if accepted by the Court and JUry my sentence on a plea of guilty will be: 

[ v -cnnftnenmt In the State Penitentiary for nlnety»nine years (99). _ 


1 • It baa been fully explained to bm end I understand that I sty, If I so choose, 

plead "Rot Guilty" to any offense charged against ae, and that If I choose to plead "Rot 
* Guilty" the Constitution guarantees and this Court will provide oe the right to « a jiedy 
I.. and public trial by Jury; the right to see and hear all witnesses against ae; the right' 
to use the power end process of the Court to costprll the production of any evidence, 

( including the attendance of any witness, in ay favor; end the right to have the essis- 
[ tauce of counsel In my defense at ell atsges of the proceedings. 


Jh the exercise of ay own free will and choice and without any threats or 
pressure of any kind or promises of gein or fever froo any source whatsoever, end being 
v swart of the action I am taking, I do hereby in open Court request the Court to 

** accept pies of guilty to the charges outlined herein. I hereby waive any right I 
or could have to e Motion for a Raw Trial, and/o£ an appeal. 



•04/0 £. 

4 


S2k±ssr. 

Defendant 














nr the caizsEiAL cxat or :\±Lir ccusrr, teh^eesez 
orris ios m 


•TATE OF TEKCSSEE 


-TAMES EAPI. BAY 


BETZtOAbT 


QJURJ1 AUTPOfliZIMi VAXVbR Of Tf.UU, A3» ACtti'TiJEi 

VISA OF GUILT? 


Ifal* cau*« c«s* on for bscrlng before the Ifoaorctl e W. 
PttESTOK BATTLE _• Ju^ao of Dlvlelon HI . of tho 


Criminal Court of Shelby Count/, Tecnetscs, on the petition of tho 
defendant, JAMES EARL RAY tor Valver of trlel by Jury *>>4 


_fc ** • hi.. *f ..td h.U* 4 .. V. 

I^uvib ova •uv«yvoin*« w* ■ |U« ■ v. | osaw y« oaoavu f—-- — ■ ■ —- 


hereto and incorporated by reference herein; upon statements made in 

the District Attorney General 

open Court by the deftndtnt herein; his attomeysof record; Ah* Assistant 


Attorney General representing the State or Tennessee; and from questioning 
by the Court of deftndtnt end his counsel in open Court; and 

IT AMEARHS TO IKE COURT after careful considerstion that the 
defendant herein has been fully advised end understands his right to a 
trial by Jury on the merits of the indictment against him, end that the 
defendant herein does not elect to have a jury determine bit guilt or 
Innocence under s plea of Hot Guilty; end has waived the forxal rending 
Of the indictment, ADD: 

* * 

IT TURTOEH APr^AKIK to ra3 COURT that the defendant Intelligently 

end under standingly wolves bis right to a trial and of hit ovn free will and 

choice and without any threats or pressure of any kind or promises, other 

* 

that the recoceendatlon of tho fitato as to punishment: and does desire to 
enter s plea of guilty and accept the rccosmendotion of the State as to 
punishment, valves his right to » Kotion for a Hew Trial and/or an appeal* 


ii Ad IUiA&rWA&| AUJVtAJ&U MW UZA* 1+1*2. U VEUH, tW fCUUOQ 


filed herein be and the 
Inter this the 


la hereby granted* 

1 C •— d>Y Of Mere* 


196JL. 


£uzm. 


judge 
















JUDGE 



"Ja b«s Earl Ray, stand.” 

JUDGE "Hava your lawyers explained all your rights to you and do 
; you understand then?” * - 

DEFENDANT "Yes” 

JUDGE "Do you know that you have a right to a trial by jury on the 
: t 

charge of Murder in the First Degree against you, the punis.l- 
• •; ««nt for Murder in the First Degree ranging from Death by 

I 

i Electrocution to any tine over twenty years? The burden of 

’ ‘ proof is on the State of Tennessee to prove you guilty be- 

a reasonable doubt and to a moral certainty and the de- 
* cision of the Jury must be unanimous both as to guilt and 

punishment? 

i V-* 

In the event of a jury verdict against you, you would 

► * 

• •_ *>ave the right to file a Motion for a New Trial addressed to 

> t the trial judge? In the event of an adverse ruling against 

* you on your Motion for a New Trial, you would have the right 



* jr* 

f DEFENDANT 


[: JUDGE 



' K 

; L 


to successive appeals to the Tennessee Court of Criminal Ap¬ 
peals and the Supreme Court of Tennessee and to file a pe¬ 
tition for raviav by the Supreme Court of the United States? 
Do you understand that you have all these rights?” 

"Yes” 

"You are entering a plea of Guilty to Murder in the First 
Degree as charged in the Indictment and are compromising 
and aattling your case on agreed punishment of ninety-nine 
yaats in the State Penitentiary. Is this what you want to 
do?” 


DEFENDANT 

JUDGE 


"Yes'* 

"Do you understand that you are waiving, which means “giving 
up”, a formal trial by your Plea of Guilty although the laws 
of this State require the prosecution to present certain avi- 
dence to a jury in all cases of Pleas of Guilty to Murdtr in 
the First Degree? 


fa. 
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Voir Dirt of D«ftndint on Koivor tad Ordtr 


j _ 


r 


. t 


By your plea of guilty you are also waiving your rights 
to (1) Motion for a New Trial; (2) Successive Appeals to 
the Tennessee Court of Criminal Appeals and the Supreme 
Court of Tennessee; (3) Petition for Review by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

By your plea of guilty you are also abandoning and 
waiving your objections and exceptions to all the Motions 
and Petitions in which the Court has heretofore ruled against 
you in whole or in part, among then being: 

* 1. Motion to withdraw plea and quash indictment 

9 UnS ( ah b<« Jam 

»e r»**fc* v<4 be# to to * * sueiih* 

3. Motion to remove lights and cameras from jail 

4. Motion for private consultation with attorney 

5. Petition to authorize defendant to take depositions 

6 . Motion to permit conference with Huie 

7. Motion to permit photographs 

B. Motion to designate court reporters 

9. Motion to stipulate testimony 

10 . Suggestion of proper name" 

DEFENDANT "Yes" 

JUDGE "Has anything besides this sentence of ninety-nine years in 
the penitentiary been promised to you to get you to plead 
guilty? Has anything else been promised you by anyone?" 

DEFENDANT "No" 

JUDGE "Has any pressure of any kind, by anyone in any way been 
used on you to get you to plead guilty?" 

DEFENDANT "No" 

mtvt I9I« *».. -1 t t a. _1. PI a rn- ...... * . 

/wu pitvauAug guixwj iw I’juiuti au biic nm uc|rcc in 

this case because you killed Dr. Martin Luther King under 
such circumstances that would make you legally guilty of 
Murder in the First Degree under the iaw as explained to 
you by your lawyers?" 

DEFENDANT "Yes" - n 
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Pac« 3 

Voir Dir* of Defendant on Waiver and Ord*r 


JUDCE "I* this Plea of Guilt/ to Murder in the First Degree with 
agreed punishment of ninety-nine years in the State Peni¬ 
tentiary, freely, voluntarily and understanding^ made and 
entered by you?** 

DEFENDANT "Yes'* 

JUDGE "T« Thl« PI on nf Cnlltw «*> mil* *.* ** »k. t-mm, «„* ~e 

- -- — — wi * r— * ***•* ■-*' v * / v “* 

free will, made with your full knowledge and understanding 
of its meaning and consequences?** 

DEFENDANT ”T*s 55 


JUDGE "You may be seated.” 
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